Ill  my  unfortunate  absence  from  Syncd,  on  account  of  ill  health  and  other 
clearly  providential  causes,  and  without  even  the  most  distant  knowledge  of  any 
design,  on  the  part  of  any  one,  to  attack  my  character,  I  was  charged,  tried  and 
condemned  ;  and  have  since  been  published  to  the  church  and  the  world  as  an 
evil  doer.  That  character  which  I  have  sedulously  guarded  for  a  quarter  of  a'cen- 
tury,  and  which  tome  has  been  dearer  than  life,  has  thus  been  ruthlessly  snatched 
from  me,  and  like  my  Master,  and  with  about  as  much  justice,  nailed  to  the  cross. 
Under  such  circumstances,  certainly  no  one  will  censure  me  for  appearing  before 
the  public  in  this  form,  in  self-vindication.  Besides,  duty  to  my  friends  as  well 
myself,  require  something  more  from  me  than  a’mere  private  denial  of  any  wrong 
done  by  myself.  If  it  is  true,  as  doubtless  it  is,  that  many  hearts  were  pained, 
upon  hearing  the  always  sad  report  that  another  minister  had  fallen,  will  they  not 
also  rejoice  that  the  deposition  from  the  ministry,  in  this  case  at  least,  was  wholly 
without  cause.  I  thank  God  that  though  I  have  been  called  to  suffer,  it  has  not 
been  as  an  evil  doer ;  for  I  have  an  abiding  conviction  of  my  entire  innocence. 
In  my  deepest  sorrow,  this  conviction  has  been  to  me  a  source  of  comfort ;  and  I 
bless  God  that  this  precious  fact  lies  beyond  the  reach  of  all  enemies,  else  it  too 
would  have  been  snatched  from  me.  If  I  could  impart  to  others  the  conscious 
innocence  that  pervades  my  owm  lieait,  then  could  Ifgo  on  my  way  rejoicing,  and 
derive  infinitely  more  comfort  from  my  present  position,  and  in  praying  for  my 
enemies,  than  they  possibly  can  from  their  ill-gotten  triumph.  I  have  always  been 
candid  and  truthtul ;  and  I  shall  be  so  now,  and  leave  consequences  to  a  higher 
power. 

On  the  4-d  page  of  the  Minutes  of  the  last  Synod,  the  following  record 
appears  : 

“The  Case  oe  Rev.  A.  Wieting.” 

“The  case  of  Rev.  A.  Wietixg  was  taken  up  for  consideration.  A  history  of  the 
case,  together  with  the  previous  action  of  Synod,  and  of  the  Church  Council,  of  Mid¬ 
dletown,  and  of  the  Lebanon  Conference  was  given. 

The  following  resolution  was  then  offered: 

Resolved,  That  we  solemnly  depose  from  the  Gospel  Ministry,  Rev.  A.  Wieting. 

Before  a  decision  was  reached,  the  Ministerium  adjourned  to  meet  after  Synodical 
Session  this  afternoon.” 
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“Final  Action  in  the  Case  of  Rev.  A.  Wieting.” 

**  After  Boleran  deliberation  and  mature  reflection,  the  following  preamble  acd  resolu¬ 
tion  were  adopted  : 

WiiKRKAs:  The  Rev.  A.  Wiktino,  a  member  of  this  Synod,  in  disregard  of  the  ear¬ 
nest  protest  of  the  Synod,  (see  Minutes  of  1854,)  and  his  own  solemn  promise,  (see 
Minutes  of  1850,)  has  persevered  in  his  almost  total  neglect  of  the  active  duties  of  the 
ministry;  and 

WnEHEAs;  In  a  judicial  dec  sion  of  Judge  J.  Pearson,  fi  ed  Au2:ust  4,  1804,  he,  Mr. 
Wiktino,  has  been  exhibited  as  guilty  of  fraudulent  conduct;  and 

Whereas  :  Said  Mr.  Wiktino  has  in  sundry  particulars  conducted  himself  in  an  un- 
becdiiing,  unministerial  and  unchristian  way,  bringing  reproach  upon  the  Synod  and 
the  Christian  profession  ;  therefore  be  it  solemnly 

Resolccdj  By  this  Ministerium.  that  the  said  Rev.  A.  Wietino  be  and  heieby  is  de 
posed  from  the  holy  ministry,  and  that  all  authf  rity  on  his  part  to  perform  ministerial 
functions  be  and  hereby  is  revoked.” 

In  the  report  of  the  committee  on  the  protocol  of  the  Lebanon  Conference,  on 
page  11)  of  the  Minutes,  they  say,  “There  was  also  placed  in  the  hands  of  yonr 
committee,  a  certified  copy  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Synod  that  met  at  Ilughes- 
ville,  in  relation  to  this  case,  and  a  copy  of  the  opinion  of  Judge  Peauson,  in  the 
case  of  Elizabeth  Hershey  rs.  Archibald  Wilting  in  Equity.” 

Before  such  a  record,  from  such  a  formidable  body  like  the  East  Pa.  Synod, 
any  ordinary  man  might  well  stand  appalled,  and  jiarticularly  so,  when  such  action 
was  taken  by  so  grave  a  body  ^‘after  solemn  deliheraiion  and  mature  re  flee- 
tiond'  But  I  have  an  old  book  in  which  I  have  often  read,  ‘that  the  battle  is  not 
alwa3S  to  the  strong,  nor  the  race  to  the  swift and  as  I  have  already  been  pros¬ 
trated  and  outrun,  I  have  but  one  chance  left,  and  that  is  to  aiise  and  outstrip. 
Numbers  have  never  appalled  me"  when  I  have  had  truth,  and  righteousness,  and 
justice  on  my  side  ;  and  in  this  contest  1  feel  assured  that  “  they  tiiat  be  w’ith  us 
are  more  than  they  that  be  with  them.” 

The  President  of  Synod  in  aiisw'er  to  my  inquiry  as  to  who  were  my  })rosecu- 
tor.',  says,  “No  one  was  accuser,  but  the  ministerium  as  a  whole  acting  upon  in- 
krmation  coming  to  them  from  various  sources,  proceeded,  Ac.”  And  again  be 
says,  “  I  cannot  mention  names  to  you,  because  all  the  members  of  the  Minister¬ 
ium  are  alike  guilty,  if  any  wrong  was  done  yon — myself  with  the  rest.”  Did  the 
“  Ministerium  as  a  wh  fle,’’  gather  up  the  certified  copies  of  its  own  action  ;  the 
decision  of  Judge  Peauson,  and  the  action  of  the  Church  Council  at  Middletown? 
Did  the  “Ministerium  as  a  whole,”  give  a  history  of  the  case,  together  wdth  tbe 
previ..us  action  of  Synod  and  of  the  Church  Council  of  Middletown,  and  the 
Lebanon  Conference  ?  Another  good  brother,  in  speaking  of  the  members  of 
the  Lebanon  Conference,  says,  “We,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect,  sat  mum,  and 
whilst  w'e  were  afraid  to  say  anything  for  you,  we  did  not  wish  to  say  anything 
against  you,  but  let  the  matter  take  its  own  course.”  About  the  truthfulness  of 
these  statements  1,  of  course,  can  say  nothing,  as  I  was  not  present ;  but  it  seems 
remarkably  strange  that  a  history  w’as  given  of  the  “  action  of  the  Church  Council 
at  Middletown  and  the  Lebanon  Conference,”  and  yet  the  members  of  said  Con¬ 
ference,  to  which  said  church  belongs,  were  sitting  “  mum.”  Was  some  one  used 
there  as  a  cat’s  pa\v  ?  From  what  I  have  learned  and  from  what  I  know,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  statements  of  these  brethren  are  a  little  outside  of  the  truth.  Reader, 
what  do  you  think  of  it  ? 
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I  have  written  to  many  of  the  members  of  the  Synod  for  information  as  to  what 
was  said  about  me  and  who  said  it ;  but  I  have  received  literally  nothing.  Why 
this  disingennoQsness  ?  Does  it  comport  with  the  character  of  a  truly  Christian 
ministry?  Let  those  who  are  disinterested  answer  this  question.  But  a  good 
brother  to  whom  I  complained  of  this  matter,  informed  me  that  the  reason  why  I 
was  not  answered,  was  from  a  fear  that  I  would  prosecute.  Where  there  has 
been  no  wrong  done  there  is  no  fear  of  prosecution  ;  and  where  that  fear  exists, 

I  take  it,  there  is  first  a  consciousness  of  wrong  to  produce  it. 

The  documents  presented  to  the  Synod  were  certainly  gotten  up  by  some  one 
from  sinister  motives,  or  I  would  have  been  informed  of  the  fact.  Any  man  or 
set  of  men  acting  fiom  pure  motives  and  governed  by  a  sense  of  religious  duty, 
whether  living  here  or  elsewhere,  would  first  have  spoken  to  me,  or  at  least  have 
notified  me  of  the  contemplated  action.  But  I  w’as  left  in  entire  ignorance.  Did 
the  miuisteriura  know’  these  facts  ?  If  they  did,  they  are  cetrainly  censurable  for 
their  summary  proceedings.  If  they  did  not,  it  was  clearly  their  duty  as  honest 
God-fearing  men,  to  inquire  w’hether  I  had  received  notice  or  been  spoken  to^ 
about  the  matter.  But  one  brother  says  in  his  letter,  “it  seems  to  me  that  the 
general  impression  of  Synod  was,  that  you  were  intentionally  absent  to  evade  the 
action  of  Synod.”  Who  created  that  iuipression  ?  I  could  certainly  not  be  ab¬ 
sent  on  account  of  a  matter  that  I  was  totally  ignorant  of ;  and  an  impression 
like  that  would  not  be  likely  to  spring  up  without  a  cause,  and  especially  when 
the  Synod  had  a  letter  from  me  asking  to  be  excnsed  foV  non-attendance  on  ac¬ 
count  of  ill-health,  and  other  causes.  They  w'ho  w’ould  stealthily  gather  up  doc¬ 
uments  and  scandal  to  pounce  upon  a  man  unaw’ares,  would  scarcely  hesitate  to 
create  any  kind  of  impression,  without  regard  as  to  means  to  carry  their  point. 
That  uncleanness  ruled  the  hour,  I  think  I  shall  abundantly  show  before  I  close. 

The  first  charge,  as  inferred  from  the  Preamble  to  the  Resolution  of  my  Dep¬ 
osition,  reads, 

“AViif.reas  ;  Ilev.  A.  WiEiiN<;.  n  niember  of  this  Synod,  in  disregard  of  the  tamest 
protest  of  Synod  (see  Minutes  of  Ibol}.” 

The  Minutes  of  1854  coutai.i  the  following  action  : 

“  A  letter  was  read  from  Rev.  A.  Wietixg,  asking  to  be  excused  for  his  absence  from 
Synod,  in  view  of  ill  health  in  his  family.  On  motion,  his  excuse  was  sustained,  and 
his  absence  excused.  The  following  additional  action  was  taken  in  his  case  : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  write  to  him,  enjoining  him  to  desist  from  all  interfer¬ 
ence  with  the  Church  iu  Middletown.  And  that  his  case  be  referred  to  the  Lebanon 
Conference  for  any  farther  action,  until  the  next  meeting  of  Synod.” 

Here  it  will  be  observed  there  was  at  least  a  precedent  established  to  charge 
try  and  condemn  without  a  hearing.  I  never  was  able  to  learn  anything  more  of 
what  I  was  charged  with  there,  than  the  rc'-dution  contains,  though  I  repeatedly 
tried,  both  by  letter  and  at  Synod.  Trutli  never  shuns  the  light;  any  matter 
therefore,  wdiich  shrinks  from  exposure  alwoijS  looks,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  very 
suspicious.  The  President  in  answer  to  my  letter  of  inquiry,  replied  that  he  did 
not  wish  to  give  anything  for  fear  of  misrepresenting  his  brethren.  If  a  little  of 
that  virtue  had  possessed  him  and  the  rest  of  the  Synod,  at  Lewisburg,  they  would 
not  have  blackened  their  record  with  an  infamous  falsehood  in  charging  and  con¬ 
demning  an  entirely  innocent  man.  I  was  then  prepared  even  to  prove  a  nega- 
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live  so  far  as  any  interference  on  my  part  with  the  Church  at  Middletown  was 
concerned.  The  good  pastor  there  at  the  time,  made  an  effort  to  unite  the  two 
churches,  but  as  it  was  contrary  to  plighted  faith,  he  utterly  failed  in  his  attempt. 
He  never  said  a  word  about  any  interference  on  my  part,  but  went  to  the  Synod 
and  there  in  my  absence,  poured  out  the  vials  of  his  wrath — saddled  his  burthen 
upon  my  back,  and  sent  me  to  the  wilderness.  Perhaps  in  accordance  wdth  Gal- 
latians  G  :  1^.  Let  the  members  of  Christ’s  ^Church,  who  were  opposed  to  the 
union,  and  who  refused  to  disband  and  go  in  a  body  to  the  old  church,  say  wheth- 
er  I  interfered  or  not.  They  ought  to  know,  and  know  better  than  any  one  else 
wdiether  I  in  any  way  influenced,  or  tried  to  influence  them  in  their  action.  /They 
have  always  exonerated  me  from  all  blame.  This  resolution  stands  upon  the  re¬ 
cord  of  Synod  to-day,  utterly  wrong,  yet  uncorrected.  If  the  members  of  Synod 
were  as  anxious  to  do  justice  to  others  as  to  exact  it  from  them,  they  would  long 
ago  have  blotted  out  that  resolution  from  their  Minutes.  But  sometimes  a  lie  re¬ 
corded  will  do  to  lie  with  at  another  time,  and  such  seems  to  be  the  use  made  of 
this;  for  the  inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  language  under  consideration,  is  that 
I  was  again  interfering  with  the  church  ;  for  the  words,  “in  disregard  of  the  ear. 
nest  protest  of  Synod,”  cannot  well  be  construed  to  mean  anything  else  when  re¬ 
ferring  to  me. 

But  as  everything  pertaining  to  the  action  of  Synod,  has  been  withheld  from 
me,  except  what  appears  in  the  Minutes,  I  am  left  to  grope  my  way  in  the  dark  5 
..and  as  there  were  some  resolutions  passed  in  1854,  with  reference  to  the  secular¬ 
ization  of  the  ministerial  office,  it  is  possible  that  the  ministerium  may  have  re¬ 
ferred  to  them.  It  so,  they  mistook  their  mark.  In  1853,  there  were  resolutions 
offered  on  that  subject,  and  as  I  have  been  informed,  they  w'ere  directed  against 
another  pa;rty,  and  not  against  me,  as  I  was  preaching  regularly  to  my  charge,  and 
not  eng.a.ged  ,in  worldly  business.  The  resolutions  w’ere  referred  to  a  committee 
.with  instructions  to  report  at  the  next  meeting  of  Synod.  The  report  is  too 
lengthy  for  insertion  here  j  but  the  points  in  it  which  have  been  tortured  to  reach 
me,  if  this  was  the  matter  referred  to,  are  as  follows : 

1.  “  Where  a  minister  is  diverted  from  the  path  of  his  holy  callmg,  by  the  allure¬ 
ments  of  ambiiion,  or  the  fascinations  of  gain  or  wealth,  he  subjects  himself  to  the  cen¬ 
sure  of  the  pious  and  the  discipline  of  the  Ministerium.” 

2.  *•  When  a  minister,  in  his  diversion  from  the  ministry,  is  manifestly  influenced  by 
a  worldl}'’  spirit,  and  sordid  impulses,  be  should  be  cited  to  appear  before  the  Minister¬ 
ium,  and  bo  faithfully  reminded  of  having  lost  some  of  the  essential  requisites  of  a  true  ' 
minister,  &c.” 

To  the  principles  here  laid  down,  I  can, ‘and  always  have  given  a  most  hearty 
assent ;  but  it  does  not  follow  as  a  necessity  that  every  minister  engaged  in  worldly 
pursuits,  is  necessarily  prompted  thereto,  “by  the  allurements  of  ambition  or  the 
fascinations  of  gain  or  w’calth,”  or  that  he  “is  manifestly  influenced  by  a  worldly 
spirit  aud  sordid  impulses,”  else  the  great  apostle  would  necessarily  fall  under 
their  condemnation.  To  apply  them  to  my  case  is  so  manifestly  unjust  and  un¬ 
true,  that  he  who  would  attempt  to  do  so,  to  my  associates  and  friends,  who  have 
known  me  for  many  years,  would  be  called  a  fool  for  bis  pains.  If  this  is  the 
point  of  attack,  I  fling  back  the  foul  imputation  with  merited  scorn  and  contempt 


as  an^attrocious  calumuy,  to  which  my  whole  life,  with  all  its  varioos  incidents, 
gives  the  direct  lie. 

“  That  thou  art  blamed  shall  not  be  thy  defect, 

For  slander’s  mark  was  ever  yet  the  fair.” 

Here  then  we  have  two  wrongs,  at  least  by  implication ;  and  as  the  members 
of  the  Ministeriura  are  all  good  grammarians,  and  are  aware  that  two  negatives 
are  said  to  make  an  affirmative,  they  have  perhaps  supposed  that  two  wrongs  sol¬ 
emnly  inflicted  upon  a  man  behind  his  back,  would  make  one  capital  truth  to  pa¬ 
rade  before  his  face.  But  it  will  not  do.  Rules  of  Grammar  do  not  apply  to 
Ethics.  There  is,  however,  a  maxim  or  truism  belonging  to  ethics  and  good 
morals,  which  if  the  Ministerium  had  properly  heeded,  they  would  have  saved 
both  themselves  and  me  from  being  scandalized  ;  and  that  is,  to  create  a  scanaal 
it  requires  the  willing  ear  as  well  as  the  venomed  tongue. 

“  I  am  that  I  am,  and  they  that  level 
At  my  abuse,  reckon  up  their  owne, 

I  may  be  straight,  though  they  themselves  V)e  bevell, 

By  their  rank  thoughts,  my  deeds  must  not  be  sliowne  : 

Unless  this  general  evil  they  maintaine, 

All  men  are  bad,  and  in  their  badness  reigne.  ’ 

The  next  matter  claiming  my  attention  is  the  action  of  1856.  In  1855  there 
was  a  most  scurrilous  and  infamous  letter  sent  to  Synod  afi'ecting  my  character, 
signed  by  three  ill  disposed  men.  The  first  intimation  I  had  of  its  existence,  or 
anything  pertaining  thereto,  w^as  on  the  last  day  of  the  Synod,  when  the  commit¬ 
tee  to  whom  it  was  entrusted  made  their  report.  It  was  extremely  unkind,  to 
say  the  least  of  it,  for  the  committee  to  hold  that  letter  under  advisement  three 
or  four  days,  without  acquainting  me  of  the  fact.  I  assured  the  Ministerium  at 
the  ttme,  that  the  charges  were  all  hollow,  and  without  any  foundation,  and  that 
the  men  who  bad  sent  the  letter  not  of  sufficient  character  to  justify  them  in  en¬ 
tertaining  it;  but  the  pastor  from  Middletown,  who  had  instigated  the  action  of 
the  Synod  against  me  the  year  before,  endorsed  the  character  of  one  of  the  men, 
W'ho  was  a  member  of  his  church,  and  hence  the  matter  was  referred  to  the  Leb¬ 
anon  Conference  for  investigation.  The  Conference  met  at  Middletown,  and  pro¬ 
posed  to  conduct  the  investigation  without  putting  the  witnesses  under  oath.  This 
I  objected  to,  and  hence  the  investigation  was  stopped,  and  the  matter  remanded 
back  to  Synod.  The  Conference,  however,  before  they  made  out  their  report, 
became  satisfied,  that  the  whole  matter  was  nothing  but  a  “Know  Kothing”  per¬ 
secution  ;  and  the  brother  who  brought  me  a  copy  of  their  report  stated,  that  they 
would  have  exonerated  me  entirely,  but  that  the  pastor  told  them  that  if  they 
did  so,  the  member  of  his  church  who  had  signed  the  letter,  would  get  mad  and 
leave  the  church ;  and  as  there  was  a  law-suit  pending,*  and  as  they  did  not  know 
how  that  would  terminate,  they  felt  constrained  to  make  a  contingent  report,  in 
which  they  recommended  me  to  be  restored  to  the  confidence  of  the  brethren,  if 
I  could  bring  well  authenticated  evidence  of  good  character.  As  I  had  done 
nothing  to  forfeit  their  confidence,  I  of  course  refused  to  produce  anything;  nei¬ 
ther  did  the  Synod  ask  for  anything.  When  the  matter  came  before  Synod  in 
1856,  I  was  sustained  in  my  position  as  to  taking  the  testimony. 

A  drinking  and  profane  school  teacher  had  brought  suit  against  the  school-board  for  conspiracv, 
because  we  would  not  give  him  a  rchool.  ^  ’ 
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After  some  miscellaneous  talk,  t'le  following  preamble  and  resolution  was  of¬ 
fered  and  passed  : 

^‘WnKRKAs  :  11b:v.  A.  Wikting  has  assured  the  Ministeriuin  of  his  purpose  to  attend 
the  Lutheran  Church  in  Middletown,  aud  as  soon  as  practicable  to  assume  the  active  du¬ 
ties  of  the  ministry,  Tnerefore 

Resolved,  That  he  be  restored  to  the  confidence  and  sympathy  of  his  ministerial 
brethren.’’ 

I  most  solemnly  deny  that  I  ever  made  any  promise,  the  record  to  the  contrary 

notwithstanding.  I  have  the  clearest  recollection,  that  upon  the  adjournment  of 

the  Ministerium,  llev. - ,  D.  D.,  met  me  in  front  of  the  pulpit  and  told  me 

he  would  go  twenty  miles  every  Sunday  to  preach,  rather  than  make  any  such 

promise.  I  told  him  I  had  made  no  promise,  and  therefore  had  none  to  keep. 

Had  I  been  weak  enough  to  submit  to  such  an  indignity  under  the  circiimstancesi 

I  might  with  much  propriety  say, 

“lie  that  imposes  an  oath  makes  it, 

Not  he  that  for  convenience  takes  it: 

Then  how  can  any  man  be  said 
To  break  an  oath  he  never  made?” 

If  the  person  who  offered  the  preamble  and  resolution  took  for  granted,  what 
was  not  given,  and  the  Ministerium  took  for  granted  what  was  offered  and  acted 
upon  it,  that  was  their  action,  and  not  mine ;  and  I  must  not  be  held  responsible 
for  it ;  unless  I  only  of  all  persons  present,  was  bound  to  know  what  was  being 
done.  As  such,  however,  is  not  the  case,  I  claim  exemption,  and  especially  so, 
as  I  did  not  TOte,  and  had  no  hand  in  making  the  record.  It  was  neither  fair  nor 
honorable  on  the  part  of  the  Ministerium,  to  enter  a  nolla  prosique  on  the  bill 
of  indictment,  and  then  without  trial,  bring  in  a  verdict  about  matters  foreign  to 
that  bill. 

So  far  as  making  preparations  to  assume  the  active  duties  of  the  ministry  was 
concerned,  I  had  already  for  five  years  been  laboring  to  accomplish  that  purpose, 
and  that  too,  whilst  I  was  regularly  preaching,  and  before  the  Synod  or  any  one 
else  had  ever  said  a  word  to  me  with  reference  to  this  matter.  In  1848, 1  sold 
my  beautiful  and  desirable  residence,  because  I  had  an  opportunity  to  do  so,  and 
feared  I  might  not  have,  after  I  disposed  of  my  other  property.  In  1850  I  had  a 
“public  sale”  advertised  to  sell  my  Mill,  but  failed  for  want  of  bidders.  In  1852 
I  advertised  extensively,*  in  various  papers,  and  in  the  Observer,  aud  put  up 
hand-bills  in  every  direction,  offering  all  my  property  at  private  sale,  and  if  not 
so  sold  up  to  a  certain  time,  then  at  public  outcry.  But  I  w'as  again  foiled  for 
want  of  bidders.  I  have  made  every  effort  in  my  power  both  before  1856  and 
since,  and  if  I  had  promised,  as  claimed,  I  could  with  an  honest  heart  before  my 
God  say,  it  has  been  religiously  kept  both  in  letter  and  in  spirit.  I  undoubtedly 
stated,  that  I  would,  as  soon  as  I  could  make  arrangements,  assume  the  active  du¬ 
ties  of  the  ministry;  but  it  was  a  voluntary  statement  on  my  part,  and  one  that 
I  have  always  made,  as  my  friends  well  know,  but  not  in  the  form  or  shape  of  a 
promise.  A  voluntary  statement,  and  an  extorted  or  demanded  promise  are  two 
very  different  things.  The  record  evidently  implies,  or  is  used  to  imply  the  latter, 
which  is  utterly  untrue. 

Why  I  have  not  succeeded  iu  making  the  necessary  arrangements,  is  to  me  a 

*At  a  cost  of  nearly  $200. 
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profound  raysterj.  That  same  mysterious  Provideence,  which  frequently  removes 
comparative  young  men  from  spheres  of  great  usefulness,  has  not  informed  me 
why  I  am  kept  here.  Only  one  thing  I  know,  I  have  a  conscience  void  of  offence 
on  that  point.  My  past  and  present  position  here  has  always  been  a  severe  and 
heavy  cross  ;  and  He  who  knows  what  is  in  the  heart  of  man,  knows  how  willingly 
I  wonld  have  gone  forth  “  bearing  precious  seed,”  if  the  way  had  been  open.  The 
ease  and  comfort  which  competence  afford,  would  be  but  a  small  sacrifice  in  view 
of  the  gratifying  prospects  which  the  preaching  of  the  Cross  of  Christ  unfold. 
When  and  where  did  any  of  those  brethren  who  were  so  swift  in  condemning  me, 
sit  down  and  commune  with  me  as  a  friend,  or  a  brother,  or  a  neighbor  should 
commune  with  another,  to  learn  all  the  varied  incidents  that  combine  to  make  my 
position  anything  but  desirable  to  me  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind  was  ever  done.  i  No 
one  inquired,  and  therefore  no  one  knows  the  peculiar  position  which  I  have  oc¬ 
cupied.  As  the  original  members  of  the  Synod,  one  after  the  other  was  called 
away  either  by  death  or  removal,  I  found  the  sympathetic  cord  that  bound  me  to 
her  membership  gradually  weakening,  until  finally,  I  have  felt  like  a  stranger  in 
in  a  strange  land,  with  all  the  inconveniences  incident  to  such  a  state. 

But  to  return,  the  Synod  had  dirtied  their  hands,  as  I  told  them  they  would, 
by  taking  hold  of  that  dirty  letter,  and  it  seems  they  could  not  afford  to  do  that 
for  nothing ;  hence  when  they  could  not  conveniently  cashier  a  Lutheran  preacher 
for  preventing  the  fag-end  of '“Know  Nothingism,”  from  employing  a  drinking 
and  profane  school-teacher,  they  turned  upon  me,  and  said,  in  action,  at  least,  we 
can’t  afford  to  let  you  slip  after  such  serious  expectations,  and  though  we  dare 
not  censure  you  to  favor  “  Know  Nothingism,”  as  w’e  are  a  Foreign  Church,  yet 
as  you  have  not,  since  we  censured  you  two  years  ago  attended  the  Lutheran 
Church  in  Middletown,  and  have  now  been  something  over  a  year  without  a  reg¬ 
ular  charge,  and  we  care  not  for  what  reasons,  be  they  good,  bad  or  indifferent, 
we  will  find  you  a  little  guilty  so  as  to  show  our  clemency  ;  or  like  Pilate,  “  I  find 
no  fault  in  him,  I  will  therefore  chastise  him  and  let  him  go.”  I  must  say,  how¬ 
ever,  that  after  this,  many  of  the  brethren  manifested  so  much  cordiality  and  good 
will,  that  I  cheerfully  forgave  and  forgot  the  past,  expecting  that  all  had  been 
buried  beyond  resurrection  ;  but  the  gi  ave  it  seems  is  not  even  a  sure  hiding-place 
against  voracious  scandal-mongers  ;  else  these  things  where  the  wrong  was  all 
on  the  other  side  would  have  slipped  on  quietly. 

A  short  time  after  the  meeting  of  Synod  in  1856,  I  commenced  attending  the 
Lutheran  Church,  and  continued  to  do  so  for  about  six  years,  when  I  was  again 
without  provocation  on  my  part,  driven  away  by  the  unchristian  conduct  of  the 
pastor  and  a  clique  in  his  Church  Council.  Two  of  the  officers  of  the  church, 
who  in  1855  were  among  my  “Know  Nothing”  persecutors,  had  again  in  a  most 
wicked  and  unchristian  manner,  assailed  my  character  and  lied  about  me.  I  brought 
charge  against  them  for  unchristian  conduct,  and  at  the  suggestion  of  the  pastor 
made  out  regular  specifications.  These  charges  through  the  connivance  of  the 
pastor  and  his  clique,  were  upon  motion  of  the  pastor,  indefinitely  postponed. 
Upon  learning  this  fact,  some  two  or  three  weeks  after  it  took  place,  I  determined 
to  remain  away  from  church.  I  could  not  conscientiously  and  with  any  degree 
of  self-respect  help  to  support  and  attend  the  preaching  of  a  minister,  who  him- 


bclf  bad  moved  to  postpone  indefinitely  my  just  complaint,  and  refuse  me  that 
justice  which  I  had  a  right  to  demand,  and  which  out  of  considerations  of  respect  for 
the  ministerial  office  and  the  *Synod,  he  should  have  been  willing  promptly  to 
investigate.  Instead  of  following  the  requirements  of  the  discipline  of  the  church, 
he  liel])ed  to  cover  up  the  iniquity  of  others  at  the  expense  of  a  brother  minister 
belonging  to  the  same  Synod.  He  knew  very  well  that  I  would  have  proven  the 
one  guilty  of  deliberate  falsehood,  and  that  the  other  would  utterly  fail  in  proving 
his  allegations,  and  that  both  would  be  found  guilty  as  charged.  But  as  he  had 
use  for  them  in  another  direction,  he  was  determined  to  save  them  by  covering 
u])  their  iniquity.  I  have  again  been  most  wantonly  assailed  and  belied  by  one 
of  the.se  men,  and  can  prove  him  guilty  of  deliberate  and  wilful  falsehood,  but  so 
long  as  he  is  pastor,  it  would  be  utterly  useless  to  bring  charges  before  the  Church. 
Good  morals  have  fallen  out  of  use  as  prerequisites  for  church  membership,  par¬ 
ticularly  among  that  class  who  contributed  freely  towards  his  support,  and  assist 
him  in  his  infamous  persecution  of  the  Principal  of  Frey’s  Estate.  Had  I  contin¬ 
ued  to  contribute  as  formerly,  the  Synod  would  never  have  heard  anything  about 
me  from  him.  The  only  time  I  was  ever  absent  from  Synod,  from  worldly  or  busi¬ 
ness  considerations,  was  in  1861,  when  he  had  my  non-attendance  excused.  Las 
Spring,  he  told  one  of  the  most^prominent  men  in  the  church,  to  come  to  me  for 
a  subsci'iption,  and  if  I  refused  to  give  or  subscribe,  to  threaten  me  with  the  Syn¬ 
od.  But  he  is  a  good  man,  for  he  preaches '(?)  though  the  good  he  accomplishes 
is  hard  to  find,  while  the  evil  is  prominent. 

^ext  comes  the  judicial  decision  of  Judge  J.  Pearson.  That  seems  to  have 
been  the  ruling  matter  in  my  deposition,  judging  from  the  information  T  have  re¬ 
ceived.  One  grave  Dr.,  writes  and  says, 

“The  Ministeriura  deemed  that  by  these  documents  it  was  in  possession  of  all  the 
evidence  necessary  to  a  just  decision,  and  particulary  that  Judge  Pearson’s  decision  in 
Court  was  evidence  of  such  high  authority  and  solemn  force,  as  to  be  conclusive  and  not 
to  l>e  overthown.^^ 

Well  done  Dr. ;  you  then  believe  in  infallibilty  of  courts.  The  lion.  James  T 
Brady  of  New  York,  who  may  be  presumed  to  know  quite  as  much  about  courts 
as  our  Dr.,  says, 

“  But  gentlemen,  the  question,  before  even  looking  at  one  word  written  upon  that  pa¬ 
per,  was  'wdiat  judge  g;-anted  this  injunction  ?’  ‘What  judge  is  to  hear  Ihe^case?’  And 
wdicn  the  latter  question  is  answered,  ’n  many  cases  I  have  handed  the  papers  hack  and 
t(dd  my  friend,  ‘  i  can  be  of  no  service  to  -von — you  must  employ  such  a  man,  between 
whom  and  the  judge,  or  judge’s  partner,  friend,  agent  or  huckster,  there  exi-ts  a  great 
affection — employ  him,  and  you  will  have  some  chance  to  maintain  your  rights  in  a 
court  of  justice.^  Is  this  any  fancy  picture?  It  is  the  language  of  the  most  sober  and 
dreadful  reality.” 

But  such  stuff  will  not  weigh  a  feather  with  our  learned  divine;  and  of  course 
when  a  still  higher  court  have  decided,  that  a  black  man  has  no  rights  which  white 
men  are  bound  to  respect,  he  of  course  believes  it,  God  and  the  Bible,  and  the 
signs  of  tlie  times  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Men  sometimes  have  private 
inclinations  for  believing  certain  things,  and  gulp  them  down  w  ith  avidity.  AVhere 
the  “Old  Adam”  reigns,  the  w'orse  the  report  about  an  enemy,  or  one  not  well 
liked,  the  better.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  intimating  that  sneh  is  the 
Dr.’s  state  ;  but  yet  there  is  something  so  near  akin  to  the  action  of  the  natural 
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heart  in  the  cold  and  sterile  indifference  as  to  other’s  rights,  and  the  total  abne¬ 
gation  of  the  Golden  Rule,  as  to  cause  one  to  doubt.  There  is  in  this  matter 
such  a  woful  departure  from  every  principle  of  common  justice,  civil  jurisprudence, 
and  common  sense,  that  I  scarcely  know  what  spirit  influenced  the  hour.  A  de¬ 
cision  made  by  a  judge,  in  a  case  where  dollars  and  cents  only  were'  involved,  is 
clandestinely  produced  before  a  grave  body  of  Christian  ministers,  to  affect  char¬ 
acter;  and  they  in  hot  haste  caress  the  precious  document,  and  like  the  Grecian 
philosopher,  in  the  ecstacy  of  their  joy  cry  out.  Eureka!  Eureka!  !  I  think 
they  should  embalm  it,  for  it  may  be  of  importance  in  many  cases  hereafter.  A 
document  that  will  prove  one  thing  in  one  place,  and  something  quite  different  in 
another  place,  may  be  like  some  witnesses,  ready  for  any  emergency.  That  decis¬ 
ion,  from  the  very  nature  of  the  case,  is  of  no  authority  or  force  anywhere,  save 
in  the  Court  of  Dauphin  county,  and  there  it  dismisses  the  bill,  and  hence  decides 
in  my  favor.  The  slang  contained  therein  against  me,  is  what  lawyers  call  “out¬ 
side  verbage,”  which  really  amounts  to  nothing.  This  decision  before  the  Min- 
isteriura  was  no  evidence  at  all ;  it  was  only  Pearson’s  opinion  of  matters  entirely 
foreign  to  their  business  or  investigations.  Yet  this,  our  learned  Dr.  calls  “evi¬ 
dence  of  such  high  character  and  solemn  force  as  to  be  conclusive.”  Suppose  a 
committee  should  be  appointed  by  the  Ministerium,  to  investigate  a  charge  against 
one  of  their  members  for  telling  an  untruth.  The  committee  instead  of  hearing 
the  evidence  themselves,  should  appoint  another  man  to  take  it  down  in  writing. 
One  of  the  committee  should  also  be  a  witness,  and  indirectly  an  instigator  of  the 
prosecution,  and  a  bitter  personal  enemy — all  the  witnesses  for  the  prosecution 
linked  together,  and  interested  in  procuring  the  conviction  of  the  party  charged, 
and  the  person  taking  the  testimony  deeply  biased,  and  clearly  manifesting  that, 
in  his  report  of  the  testimony  to  the  committee.  The  committee  examine  the 
testimony,  which  in  many  points  they  may  misunderstand,  come  to  the  conclusion 
the  man  is  guilty,  and  hence  belabor  him  unmercifully  in  their  report.  Suppose 
the  party  charged  is  next  prosecuted  in  the  Dauphin  county  Court  for  slander;, 
the  case  is  called  up,  and  all  the  evidence  offered  to  make  out  the  case,  is  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  committee  of  Synod.  Does  any  one  believe  that  the  Court  would 
reciprocate  and  tell  the  jury  that  the  report  of  the  committee  was  “  evidence  of 
such  high  character  and  solemn  force  as  to  be  conclusive,”  and  that  they  had  no¬ 
thing  more  to  do  than  to  bring  in  a  verdict  of  guilt,  and  fix  the  amount  of  dam¬ 
ages  ?  I  think  they  would  find  that  if  there  were  less  pretensions  to  religion  in 
Court  than  in  Synod,  there  was  more  justice  and  common  sense,  though  it  might 
be  by  restraint.  Pearson’s  opinion  was  worth  no  more  before  Synod  than  the 
opinion  of  Synod  would  Le  in  Court — not  as  much,  for  in  Court  it  could  not  be 
used  behind  a  man’s  back.  Besides,  Judge  Pearson  did  not  l  ear  the  evidence 
which  in  this  case,  as  well  as  in  many  others,  is  of  vital  importance.  The  cre¬ 
dence  of  what  a  witness  says  frequently,  depends  upon  the  manner  in  which  it  is 

said,  and  when  as  in  this  case,  they  have  to  be  called  back  weeks  after,  to  correct 
their  testimony,  because  they  were  told  they  were  wrong,  there  is  no  certainty  that 
they  were  right  the  second  time.  The  dates  when  the  witnessess  were  examined 
do  not  appear  in  the  printed  testimony,  for  what  reason  I  do  not  know,  and  hence 
it  cannot  even  be  inferred  from  its  face,  what  is  true,  that  weeks  transpired 
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between  tlie  first  })Ositive  statements  and  the  subsequent  alterations.  If  the  tes¬ 
timony  had  been  taken  by  a  phonographer,  it  would  present  a  very  different  ap- 
])carance,  but  we  are  bound  to  treat  it  now  as  it  is.  But  suppose  the  opinion  of 
Peauson  had  been  legitimate  testimony,  was  it  not  clearly  my  right  to  be  pres¬ 
ent  when  it  was  offered  and  used  as  such  ?  If  I  had  a  black  skin,  I  might  be 
driven  to  the  conclusion  that  I  had  been  affected  by  a  previousywdzciaZ  decision ; 
but  ns  I  am  a  white  man,  I  have  always  supposed  I  had  rights  in  common  with 
other  white  men,  and  I  have  always,  and  in  every  place  been  accorded  those  rights, 
except  in  the  East  rennsylvania  Synod,  and  before  the  master  in  chancery,  whose 
little  soul  could  not  forego  the  sparse  opportunity  of  venting  his  low  wit,  and 
blackguarding  a  defendent  for  being  present  to  hear  the  argument.  The  sequel 
proved  that  the  honor  intended,  by  arguing  the  case  before  him,  was  like  throwing 
water  upon  a  duck’s  back. 

“  0,  but  man  1  proud  man  ! 

Dress’d  in  a  little  brief  authority, 

Most  ignorant  of  what  he’s  most  assur’d, 

Ilis  glassy  essence,  like  an  angry  ape. 

Plays  such  fantastic  tricks  before  high  heaven 
As  make  the  angels  weep.” 

The  facts  upon  which  the  suit  was  predicated  are  briefly  these  ; 

Jacob  Hershey,  my  father-in-law,  died  in  December  1829,  when  Mrs.  IIershey, 
by  the  collusion  of  her  brother,  one  of  the  Admin'strators,  took,  before  the  in¬ 
ventory  was  taken,  $1,000  in  money,  in  the  house  at  the  time,  and  a  bond  given 
by  Daniel  Kendig  for  $1,000.  These  facts  I  discovered  in  1846,  first  through 
Mrs.  Hersiiey’s  inadvertant  admission,  which  was  afterwards  confirmed  by  the 
most  ample  testimony.  The  principal  witnesses  in  this  matter  have  nearly  all 
Since  died.  As  she  was  my  mother-in-law,  I  suffered  the  matter  to  lie  quiet,  al¬ 
ways  expecting  to  get  our  share  of  it  back  some  day.  Mrs.  Hershey  had  two 
daughters  by  a  former  husband,  and  as  he  had  but  a  small  personal  estate,  she 
brought  very  little  with  her  when  she  married  Hershey,  who  was  well  off.  In 
1859  she  became  embarrassed, in  consequence  of  liberal  endorsements  made  fora 
minor  son  of  one  of  her  daughters,  from  her  first  hnsband,  who  was  squandering 
his  money  by  gambling,  and  was  likely  to  fail  in  business.  I  suggested  to  her  the 
propriety  of  paying  us  two-thirds  of  the  $2,000  she  took  from  Hersaey’s  estate, 
with  interest.  After  a  week’s  reflection,  and  the  advice  of  au  eminent  lawyer, 
the  matter  was  arranged,  and  the  necessary  papers  were  freely,  and  voluntarily, 
and,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  what  she  was  doing,  executed,  as  the  testimony  of 
the  witnesses  present  clearly  show.  When  the  mother  of  the  boy  for  whom  the 
endorsements  had  been  made,  and  my  brother-in-law,  then  on  the  bench  with 
Judge  Pearson,  as  Associate  Judge,  discovered  what  had  been  done,  the  old  lady 
was  driven  to  come  to  me  and  demand  a  return  of  all  she  had  given  to  me.  I  of 
course  refused  to  give  up  what  was  justly,  honestly  and  uprightly  my  own.  In 
this  my  neighbors  and  friends  who  are  familiar  with  the  facts,  have  always  justi* 
fied  me.  The  principal  witnesses  against  me  in  this  suit,  were  my  sister-in-law, 
my  brother-in-law  the  judge,  and  his  brother,*  three  bitter  and  inveterate  ene¬ 
mies.  Mrs.  Hershey  was  induced  to  bring  suit  under  the  assurance  that  she 

*One  of  the  men  against  whom  I  had  brought  charges  of  unchristian  conduct,  and  who  was  Rev. 
EuRKiiAnT’s  delegate  to  the  late  Synod. 
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would  recover,  when  I  have  reasons  for  believing  that  the  object  was  to  induce 
her  to  criminate  both  herself  and  me  in  her  testimony,  in  a  collatteral  case,  so  as 
to  vitiate  my  judgment,  and  enable  other  creditors  to  get  the  money  properly 
belonging  to  me,*  This  could  not  have  been  done  without  holding  out  the  stron¬ 
gest  possible  motives  to  her  cupidity,  in  an  indirect  way.  If  she  had  made  the 
same  honest  statements  in  her  testimony,  which  she  made  before  the  witnesses 
present  when  the  papers  were  executed,  and  which  she  always  made  to  me,  neither 
she  nor  any  one  else  could  have  disturbed  my  just  and  honest  claim.  Her  testi¬ 
mony  clearly  indicates  that  she  was  tampered  with,  and  w^hen  it  is  remembered 
that  J.  J.  Walborn,  B.  F.  Etter  and  Judge  Nissley,  were  associated  together 
in  this  matter,  as  Agent,  Attorney  and  Witness,  and  to  a  certain  extent  perhaps 
Judge,  it  does  not  require  much  evidence  to  satisfy  those  conversant  or  acquainted 
with  the  parties  to  suspect  foul  play.  Other  witnesses  were  also  ludoubtedly  tam¬ 
pered  with  ;  for  one  of  them  told  me  that  this  briefless  attorney,  and  Walborn, 
broihers-in-law,  a  pair  of  “  linked  sweetness,”  had  tried  very  hard  to  convince 
him  that  he  had  made  certain  statements  which  he  had  never  made,  for  the  purpose 
of  manufacturing  testimony.  He  was  brought  by  the  Agent  into  the  Attorney’s 
oflBce,  the  Agent  left,  and  the  Attorney  brought  forward  some  notes  prepared  by 
the  Agent,  of  a  conversation  that  should  have  taken  place  months  before,  which 
were  read  to  the  witness  by  the  Attorney,  who  labored  to  convince  the  old  gen¬ 
tleman,  that  he  must  have  said  what  was  contained  in  the  notes.  The  ruse  did  not 
succeed,  and  hence  the  witness  was  dismissed. 

Besides,  we  have  the  testimony  of  Solomon  Hiney,  who  says  : 

“  Mrs.  Measse  acknowledged  that  they  had  money  enough  in  the  house  to  pay  Jacob 
SxROusE.t  and  such  little  debts  as  those,  but  Joe  Walborn  said  they  should  not  do  it; 
that  they  wanted  to  break  Wietixg  up.” 

We  have  other  facts  pointing  in  the  same  direction,  which  it  will  do  well  to  look  at> 
for  they  are  notorious.  The  Attorney  for  the  Bank,  who  was  selling  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  Mrs.  Measse  and  Mrs.  Hershey,  gave  the  control  of  the  sale  into  the 
hands  of  the  Agent  Walborn.  The  only  property  disposed  of  on  the  first  day’s 
sale  at  Middletown  was  the  small  farm  of  Mrs.  Hershey,  which  was  completely 
sacriOced,  in  consequence  of  the  short  time  given  to  raise  the  money,  and  rumors 
about  certain  incumbrances  thereon.  Mrs.  Measse’s  interest  in  Judge  JS^isley’s 
farm  was  bid  up  to  $1,000,  but  was  not  suffered  to  go  ;  at  a  subsequent  sale  it  was 
sold  for  $300.  A  certain  lot  with  two  houses,  was  bid  up  to  about  $600  or  over, 
but  was  not  suffered  to  go  ;  at  the  next  sale,  it  was  sold  to  Samuel  Measse,  one 
of  Walborn’s  tools,  for  $300.  The  cheat  in  this  was  so  transparent  that  the 
creditors  had  the  sale  upset ;  when  it  afterwards  again  fetched  about  $600.  The 
sacrifice  thus  encompassed  was  not  much  short  of  $2,000.  Here  we  have  the 
agent  of  these  two  women,  doing  his  utmost  to  sacrifice  the  interests  of  his  em¬ 
ployers,  clearly  for  the  purpose  of  driving  the  creditors  on  to  me,  and  thus  obtain¬ 
ing  Mrs.  Hershey’s  testimony  to  damage  me. 

But  the  decision  of  Judge  Pearson,  which  our  learned  Dr.  thinks  “of  such 
solemn  force,’’  happens  to  rest  on  premises  not  warranted  by  facts,  and  hence  is 

♦Her  attorneys  were  not  such  ninnies  as  to  believe  that  the  testimony  they  were  drawing  out  o^ 
her,  would  enable  her  to  recover  in  her  suit.  They  evidently  knew  better. 

t$500. 
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of  no  force  at  all,  except  as  evidence  going  to  show  that  he  is  totally  unfit  to  oc¬ 
cupy  the  bcMich.  But  let  us  come  to  the  law  and  to  the  testimony.  The  Judge 
after  laboring  through  six  pages  of  foolscap  with  the  sang  froid  of  a  country 
pettifogger,  winds  up  by  saying,  “We  feel  constrained  by  the  law  of  the  land,  to- 
dismiss  iliis  bill  at  the  cost  of  the  complainant,”  &c.  It  was  by  constraint  then, 
and  not  from  c-hoi.  e,  that  he  decided  the  law  in  my  favor.  The  knowledge  of  a 
higher  court,  who  had  before  reversed  his  decision  at  my  instance,  was  all  that 
seems  to  have  deterred  him  from  handling  the  law,  as  it  will  be  shown,  he  has  the 

facts,  to  their  utter  perversion. 

He  sajs,  “  It  is  by  no  means  difficult  to  discover  that  the  defendant  concocted 
the  whole  scheme  of  dishonesty,  by  setting  up  a  pretended  claim  against  the 
plaintiff,  to  a  sufficient  amount  to  cover  all,  or  nearly  all  that  she  was  worth,”  &c. 
There  are  many  men  of  many  minds,  and  some  minds  can  always  discover  w  at 
others  cannot.  It  was  by  no  means  difficult  for  the  Jews  to  discover  that  t  e 
Saviour  was  worthy  of  death,  and  yet  the  Christian  world  have  since  looked  m 
vain  for  the  evidence  upon  which  their  opinion  was  predicated.  I  apprehend 
such  will  be  the  judgment  of  all  fair-minded  men  with  reference  to  Pearson^s 
conclusions.  It  will  be  observed  that  Mrs.  Hersiiey,  the  plantiff,  was  not  a 
witness  in  this  case,  though  her  testimony  given  in  a  collateral  case,  is  printed  in 
with  the  legitimate  testimony.  There  is  nothing  in  the  testimony  belonging  to 
this  case  from  the  beginning  to  the  end,  to  warrant  any  such  conclusion  as  the 
Judge  has  drawn.  It  is  a  mere  fpse  dixit  of  the  Judge,  who  personally  knew 
nothing  about  the  matter  set  down  against  my  solemn  oath.  » 

But  he  says  also :  ,  •  ^ 

“That  the  design  of  both  parties  in  confessing  the  ereditorrof 

and  assigning  the“bank  stock,  was  to  delay  and  hmder,  the  creditors  of 

Mrs.  Hersiiey  is  self  evident,  notwithstanding  the  denial  of  both  parties. 

Now,  Mrs.  Hersiiey,  in  answer  to  the  question,  “  Did  you  make  the^  transfer 
of  your’property  to  WiETiNG  so  that  your  creditors  could  not  get  it  ?”  say^ 
“No,  we  did  not ;  we  were  going  to  pay  them  ourselves  ;  we  were  going  to  se 
the  property  and  pay  them  and  not  wrong  anybody.”*  Mrs.  Hershey,  as  we 
said  before,  was  not  a  legitimate  witness  in  this  case,  and  we  have  bropght  for¬ 
ward  her  testimony  here,  merely  to  tell  the  Judge,  that  if  he  iu  so  summaiy  a 
manner,  is  going  to  discredit  his  own  witnesses,  for  he  is  evidently  playing  t  e 
attorney  more  than  the  judge,  he  must  not  expect  any  one  else  to  believe  them  ; 
and  yet  many  of  his  sayings  rest  only  upon  what  he  has  drawn  from  her  muddled 

story.  Here  then  we  have  in  the  commencement  of  the  Judge’s  opinion,  two 

naked  and  totally  unfounded  aspersions  ;  for  he  can  find  nothing  to  base  them 
upon  save  the  contemptible  slang  of  his  brother-in-law,  the  master  in  chancery. 

The  Judge  sajs, 

“  I'rom  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Brestee  it  appears  that  over  thirty  f ^ 
Mrs.  Hersiiey  lent  him  the  money,  she  explained  that  it  was  from  her  fat^^^ 

estate,  that  her  husband  would  not  have  it  or  use  it,  and  after  his  death  it  still  remained 

in  the  house.”  ,  . 

Now  Mr.  Brestle  never  said,  nor  will  he  say,  that  Mrs.  Hersiiey  lent  him 

the  money ;”  neither  does  he  say  nor  will  he  say,  nor  does  any  one  else  testify, 

*The  transfer  to  rae  was  made  months  before  they  were  pushed; 


13 


that  the  money  \^hich  Mrs.  Hebshey  told  him  Mr.  Hershey  had  received  from 
her  guardian,  was  still  in  the  house  when  Hershey  died,  and  that  he  had  never 
reduced  it  into  possession.  If  the  Judge  had  paida  little  more  attention  to  the 
testimony,  and  treated  the  master’s  statement  of  facts  as  he  was  compelled  to 
treat  his  law,  he  would  have  saved  his  credit.  What  Mr.  Brestle  says  is  this  : 

“  The  day  of  Hershey’s  vendue,  in  the  year  1829,  Mrs.  IlERsnEY  called  me  up-stairs 
To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  she  gave  me  SI, 000.  What  I  did  with  it  I  don’t  know' 
but  It  was  settled  for  and  accounted  for  long  ago.  But  how  I  can’t  tell.  It  was  in 

,  .  ^  '..IT  "p  1  ^  ^  ^  ^  Mrs.  IIersuey,  I  think,  said 

that  It  was  money  got  by  a  legacy  from  ner  father;  tnac  Hershey  would  not  have  it.” 

As  the  Judge  has  assumed  much  without  proof,  I  shall  draw  upon  a  few  facts 
which  I  can  prove.  Some  eighteen  years  ago,  when  I  first  discovered  the  rank 
fraud  which  had  teen  committed  in  the  settlement  of  Hershey’s  estate.  Mr. 
Brestle,  then  a  much  younger  man,  and  of  sound  memory,  who  always  prided 
himself  io  his  veracKy,  told  me,  and  many  others  who  well  remember  the  fiicts 
that  she  gave  him  the  money  to  keep  for  her  ;  that  he  asked  her  whether  she  did 
not  want  something  to  show  for  it  ?  that  she  replied,  “  Xo,  you  keep  it  till  I  wint 
it”— that  the  administrators  had  made  her  a  present  of  it.  He  said  further  that 
it  was  money  which  Mr.  Hershey  had  borrowed  a  short  time  before  his  death 
from  George  MANixoat  four  per  cent.  The  credits  in  the  administrator’s  ac¬ 
count,  confirm  this  statement.  Mr.  Brestle  is  now  an  old  man,  and  says,  ‘‘he 
thiiihs  Mrs.  Hersiieil  told  him  that  it  was  money  coming  from  her  father’s  estate  ” 
He  thinks  she  told  him  so.  There  is  not  one  iota  of  evidence  anywhere,  except 
what  comes  through  Mrs.  Hershey  the  plaintiff,  that  such  was  the  fact.  ’  My  al¬ 
legation  backed  by  the  testimony  of  disinterested  witnesses  ought  to  have  as  much 
force  as  her  evidence.  If  Mrs.  Hershey  had  been  before  the  Court  for  stealing 
$1,000,  I  do  not  think  that  anything  she  might  have  said  in  her  favor  would  have 
amounted  to  much,  or  been  received  as  testimony.  That  she  should  have  an  ex¬ 
cuse  .for  taking  what  did  not  belong  to  her,  is  quite  natural ;  but  that  such  excuse 
should  be  taken  as  testimony  in  the  absence  of  anything  even  to  corroborate  it, 
is  to  say  the  least  of  it  a  little  strange.  There  is  not  anywhere  the  first  particle 
of  testimony  to  warrant  the  Judge  in  saying  that  this  legacy  money  if  there  was 
any,  after  his  death  still  remained  in  the  house.”  His  private  witness,  Mrs. 
Hershey,  says,  “Isaac  Long  was  my  first  husband;  my  father  left  a  farm  in 
which  I  had  my  share;  I  think  he  got  about  $2,000  ;  ^  Hershey  then 

got  the  balance  of  my  share  of  my  father’s  estate,  my  guardian  paid  it  to  him  • 

I  think  It  was  about  $2,000;  the  writings  will  show.”  Again  in  another  placa 
she  says,  “there  was  no  money  in  the  house.”  The  Release  of  Jacob  Hershey 
and  Klizabeth  his  wife,  dated  Feb.  2T,  1827,  for  her  interest  in  her  father’s  land, 
for  $2,054,88,  was  also  in  evidence.  If  her  first  husband  got  $2,000,  then  the 
“writings  show,^^  that  the  second  got  $54,88.  This  was  three  years  before  Her- 
shey’s  death ;  yet  the  Judge  so  intent  in  making  out  the  case  against  me,  without 
a  shadow  of  proof  to  sstuain  him,  says  “  the  husband  had  never  reduced  it  into 
possession,”  which  is  a  mixed  question  of  act  and  intent.  Likely,  that  a  man  who 
borrowed  money  at  four  per  cent  and  loaned  it  out  at  six,  would  suffer  $1  000  to 

-f  ^^ew  him  don’t  believe'it  nor 

would  they  if  the  Judge  would  swear  to  it.  Neither  would  I.  ’ 
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The  Judge  says  again. 

“  We  are  also  satisfied  that  Mrs,  IIeksuky  received  hut  one  thousand  dollars,  not  two 
thousand  as  claimed,  and  the  bond  given  by  Kendk;  &  Brestle,  was  for  that  money. 
Neither  recollects  or[)aying  more  than  one  tliou«and  dollars.  Mr.  Wietino  thinks  that 
the  bond  was  given  in  IIerkiiev’s  life  time,  but  in  tjiat  he  could  easily  be  mistaken.” 

Not  (juite  so  easy  Judge.  Mr.  WiETiNa  is,  and  has  always  born  that  reputa¬ 
tion  among  honest  men,  and  not  given,  perha^)s  like  yourself,  to  make  w'holesale 
and  sweeping  assertions  without  any  facts  to  base  them  upon.  We  hope  the 
Judge  will  slick  to  his  assertion,  that  Mrs.  IIersiiey  got  $1,000  in  money  and 
that  it  was  in  the  house  at  the  time  of  IIershey’s  death.  We  will  see  who  is 
mistaken.  Daniel  Kendig’s  tcsiimony  is, 

“  T  knew  Jacoh  IIershev  and  his  wife  in  his  lifetime,  about  1828  was  engaged  in  the 
lumber  husineps  in  Middletown,  and  borrowed  $1,000  from  Mr.  IIersiiey  for  which  I 
gave  my  bond,  with  .Joseph  Bre.stle  as  security  on  the  aforesaid  bond.  I  paid  the  money 
to  Joseph  Brestle.  he  hrmiglit  the  bond  to  me.  1  may  possibly  have  paid  it  to  Mrs. 
IIeusuev,  but  1  think  I  paid  it  to  him.  1  had  nocliing  lo  do  with  the  executors  in  re¬ 
gard  10  it.” 

The  money  which  the  Judge  says  was  still  in  the  house,  was  given  to  Brestle 
on  the  day  of  Hersiiey’s  vendue,  after  his  death,  iu  1829.  The  bond  was  given 
to  Hersiiey  himself,  in  1828,  and  paid  by  Mr.  Kendig  in  1830  or  1831.  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  Mr.  Kenlig’s  testimony,  though  it  needs  no  confirmation,  I  have  Mr. 
Hersiiey ’s  guardian  book,  as  guardian  of  Mary  and  Nancy  Smith,  in  which  he 
records  in  his  own  handwriting,  under  date  of  March  28,  1828, 

“Loaned  to  Mr.  Kendig  and  Mr.  Brestle,  one  thousand  dollarp,  $1,000.” 

On  a  sheet  of  paper,  also  in  Hersiiey’s  handwriting,  under  date  of  1829, 
among  the  memorandum  of  notes,  bonds  and  mortgages  wdiicb  he  had  outstanding 
at  the  time,  we  have  the  following  : 

“  4  Daniel  Kendig,  $1,000.  Interest.  X  GO.” 

The  cross  indicating  that  the  interest  was  paid.  It  is  true  the  guardian  book  and 
the  sheet  or  memorandum  were  not  in  evidence  ;  for  I  presumed  that  my'  answer 
under  oath,  backed  by  the  positive  testimony  of  a  man  like  Daniel  Kendig  would 
be  quite  suflieient  to  establish  the  fact,  when  there  was  no  evidence  against  it. 
There  is  not  a  word,  as  to  the  date  or  probable  date  of  the  bond  except  what  is  con¬ 
tained  in  Kendig’s  testimony,  and  yet  in  the  face  of  my  oath,  backed  by  the  posi¬ 
tive  testimony  of  Daniel  Kendig,  the  Judge  says,  that  the  bond  was  given  for 
the  money  given  to  Joseph  Brestle  in  1829,  and  that  I  was  mistaken  about  its 
having  been  given  in  IIehshey’s  Iffo  time.  Such  deliberate  misrepresentations 
and  falsehoods  in  the  face  of  positive  testimony,  made  by  a  Judge  upon  the  bench 
are  enough  to  brand  him  with  infamy.  But  in  addition  to  the  testimony  of  IJaniel 
Kendig  and  Joseph  Brestle,  who  each  testify  to  $1,000  as  separate  and  dis¬ 
tinct  from  each  other,  which  according  to  my  knowledge  of  arithmetic  make  $2,000, 
we  have  Mrs.  Hersiiey’s  admission  iu  presence  of  Mr.  Heppich,  who  says,  ‘‘she 
admitted  in  my  presence,  that  Wieting  told  her  she  could  give  them  (he  and  his 
wife)  the  two-thirds  of  them  $2000,  that  she  always  intended  to  give  to  his  wife.” 
The  papers  she  executed  were  for  two-thirds  of  $2,000  with  interest,  which  were  all 
explained  to  her  as  proven  by  Mr.  Peters  and  Mr.  Fisher,  and  her  own  admis¬ 
sion.  In  the  face  of  all  this  array  of  positive  testimony,  he  says  ‘‘  we  are  also 
satisfied  that  Mrs.  Hersiiey  received  but  one  thousand  dollars.”  Now  how  stands 
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the  matter  ?  There  is  no  evidence  that  Mrs.  Hershey  “  lent^^  Brestle  the 
money,  there  is  no  evidence  that  any  of  the  money  which  Hershey  had  received 
from  his  wife’s  guardian  was  in  the  house  at  the  time  oi  his  death  ;  there  is  abun¬ 
dant  evidence  that  Mrs.  Hershey  got  $2000  j  there  is  positive  evidence  that  the 
bond  was  not  given  for  the  same  money  which  Brestle  got";  but  given  to  Her¬ 
shey  in  his  life  time;  and  that  I  was  not  mistaken.  Here  then  are  five  grave 
errors  in  about  a  half  a  page  of  foolscap.  The  Judge  could  not  well  drop  Bres- 
tle’s  testimony  on  account  of  the  “legacy,”  and  to  have  ignored  the  existence  of 
the  bond,  would  have  compelled  him  to  drop  a  very  precious  mo’^sal  in  Judge  Nis- 
ley’s  testimony,  about  taking  the  bond  to  put  a  face  on  the  transaction;  hence  he 
had  to  save  both  and  reason  both  away. 

Joseph  Brestle,  as  we  have  shown  received  SIOOO  in  1829,  and  Mr.  Kendig 
gave  his  bond  in  1828  to  Mr.  Hershey,  and  paid  it  in  1830  or  1831,  to  Mrs.  Her¬ 
shey  or  to  Mr.  Brestle  for  her.  The  bond  was  not  in  the  inventory  of  Her- 
suey’s  estate,  and  if  Adam  Ulrich,  8r.  and  Christian  Mumma,  were  yet  living 
1  would  prove  with  unerring  certainty  that  the  bond  and  the  money  were  both 
given  by  the  Administrators  to  the  widow.  But  we  have  sufficient  evidence  of  the 
fact  already,  and  need  not  disturb  the  dead.  The  Judge  however,  scein-j  to  have 
discovered  some  new  arithmetical  process  by  which  he  can  convert  larger  units  into 
lesser  ones.  He  had  better  publish  it  as  it  might  be  of  much  service  to  poor 
debtors.  His  arguments  are  as  logical  as  sophistry,  and  as  clear  as  mud.  ‘‘  Neither,” 
he  says,  “  recollects  of  paying  more  than  one  thousand  dollars,  therefore  there  was 
but  one  thousand  ;  their  recollections  of  having  received  it  is  no  evidence.  The 
paying  of  a  debt  then  is  the  evidence  of  its  existence  or  of  its  having  existed  and 
not  the  contracting  of  it.  I  do  not  wish  to  doubt  the  Judge’s  capacity,  but  I  can 
hardly  give  him  credit  fur  having  made  such  a  brilliant  legal  discovery,  without  the 
assistance  of  his  brotl'.er- in-law  the  master.  If  this  is  the  Judge’s  opinion;  as  it 
seems  to  be  from  his  reasoning,  we  have  about  as  much  sound  law  in  Court  as  pure 
Gospel  in  Synod. 

But  perhaps  the  Judge  thinks  that  no  one  can  tell  the  truth  but  Mrs.  Hershey, 
and  her  son-in-law,  the  judge,  and  Mrs.  Measse  ;  for  he  evidently  labours  very 
hard  to  favor  this  precious  trio.  Mrs.  Hershey  says,  “  I  think  I  got  that  $1,000 
in  money  ;  the  one  before  spoken  of ;  never  got  but  $1,000  ;  my  husband  had  got 
that  money  from  my  father’s  estate,  about  two  years  before  he  died,”  The  bond 
it  will  be  remembered,  was  for  the  guardian  money  of  Mary  and  Nancy  Smith, 
and  hence,  if  she  got  any  money  that  came  from  her  father’s  estate,  it  must  have 
been  the  money  received  by  Brestle,  and  which  the  Judge  says  was  never  reduced 
into  possession,  and  was  still  in  the  house  when  Hershey  died.  But  Mrs.  Her¬ 
shey,  further  on  in  her  testimony,  says,  “When  I  speak  of  getting  $1,000  in 
money,  I  mean  the  $1,000  for  the  bond  of  Kendig  and  Brestle.  I  got  no  other 
thousand  at  all ;  it  was  paid  to  me  by  Kendig  or  Brestle,  I  don’t  know  which  ; 
there  was  no  money  in  the  house  ;  the  executors  permitted  me  take  this.”  Here^ 
then,  Mrs.  Hershey  contradicts  herself,  the  Judge,  Mr.  Brestle,  and  Mr.  Ken¬ 
dig.  Judge,  where  are  you  ?  Echo  answers  w-h  e-r-e  !  Ho  you  still  stick  to 
your  old  position  that  it  was  money  in  the  house  at  the  time  of  Hershey’s  death  ? 
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if  so,  where  is  jour  evidence  ?  the  oulj  witness  you  had  to  prove  that,  was  what 
come  from  Mrs.  IlEiisriEY,  and  she  says  there  was  no  money  in  the  house.  But 
if  she  does  not  tell  the  truth,  and  there  was,  as  you  seem  to  know,  but  one  thous¬ 
and  dollars,  and  that  in  money  from  her  father’s  estate  which  her  husband  had 
never  reduced  into  possession,  then  what  becomes  of  Judge  Nisley’s  testimony 
when  he  says,  “  he  said  the  only  way  he  could  do  this  thing  was  to  make  a  claim  for 
this  $1,000  bond,  that  McCormick  had  told  him  that  that  was  the  only  way  by 
which  he  could  put  a  face  on  it.”  If  there  was  but  one  thousand  dollars  and  that 
was  money  in  the  house,  then,  if  I  told  the  judge  what  he  states,  which  I  did  not, 
I  must  have  lied  against  myself.  But  if  the  money  is  to  fall  and  the  bond  to  pre¬ 
vail,  then  down  goes  the  Judge’s  line  theory  about  the  legacy. 

The  Judge  says  again,  “  All  of  the  witnesses  agree  that  Wietinq  never  claimed 
but  one  thousand  until  this  demand  was  set  up.’’  If  this  is  not  a  wilful  and  de¬ 
liberate  falsehood,  it  is  an  inexcusable  misrepresentation.  There  is  not  a  single 
witness  that  says  any  such  thing,  and  but  one  that  says  anything  that  is  an  ap¬ 
proximation  to  it,  and  that  is  Mrs.  Measse  who  says,  “  Wieting  did  not,  at  any 
time,  claim  more  than  $1,000  as  I  am  aware, On  the  contrary,  J.  IIeppicii 
says,  “she  admitted  in  ray  presence,  that  Wietinq  told  her  she  could  give  (he 
and  his  wife)  the  two-thirds  of  them  $2,000  that  she  always  intended  to  give  to 
his  wife.’’  I  did  not  suppose  that  ray  proving  what  I  had  always  claimed  would 
amount  to  anything,  or  I  could  have  produced  a  dozen  witnesses  to  prove  that  I 
always  claimed  $2,000  If  the  Judge  will  consult  James  McCormick,  David 
Mumma,  and  Dr.  Patterson  all  of  Harrisburg  and  living  near  him,  he  will  learn 
what  I  claimed. 

It  is  true  there  was  a  tremedous  effort  made  by  the  opposite  attorneys,  and 
the  master,  and  the  Judge,  to  get  rid  of  the  one  thousand  dollars,  so  as  to  be  able 
the  easier  to  dispose  of  the  other,  and  some  of  the  witnesses  seem  to  have  been 

trained  to  say  “  spoons,”  but  all  to  no  purpose. 

But,  the  Judge  says  again  : 

“  Besides  it  appears  pretty  clearly  that  all  claiois  to  the  money  was  given  up  by  Die¬ 
ting  in  1847,  in  consideration  of  the  release  of  dower,  and  although  there  may  have  been 
no  valid  claim  of  dower  in  the  land,  yet  it  was  perhaps  quite  as  good  as  Wietixg's  claim 
to  the  money.” 

He  admits  then,  that  my  claim  if  yielded,  was  without  consideration.  If  it  had 
been  so  yielded,  is  it  not  likely  that  the  release  would  contain  the  fact.  But  it  is 
not  true,  and  hence  the  release  is  silent.  The  only  evidence  he  has  to  predicate 
the  yielding  of  ray  claim  upon,  is  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Hersiiey  and  Mrs. 
Measse,  two  directly  interested  witnesses.  The  creditors  were  not  all  paid,  and 
Mrs.  Measse  still  held  a  mortgage,  though  fraudulently  hidden  at  the  time,  for 
about  $1,900;  and  Mrs.  Hersiiey  had  a  dower  of  $200  per  year  in  Judge  Nisley’s 
farm,  and  unless  the  money  could  be  switched  out  of  me,  to  satisfy  the  creditors, 
they  would  necessarily  come  upon  them.  Were  they  not  then  interested  ?  Mrs. 
Measse,  when  first  called,  swore  positively,  that  in  1856  when  I  sold  a  farm  to 
Shoop,  Mrs.  Hersiiey  signed  off  the  third  in  that  farm  in  consideration  of  the 
$1,000.  In  her  direct  testimony,  she  says,  “  I  did  hear  him  say  something  about 
that,  at  a  time  he  sold  a  farm,  the  Singer  farm.  He  got  her  at  this  time  to  sign 
off  her  dower  in  that  Singer  farm,  &c.”  In  the  cross  examination  she  says, 


IT 

"  This  was  done  about  the  time  Weitcng  sold  the  Sivger  farm,  and  Weitinq 
was  going  to  give  Sa  )OP  a  deed.”  S  )me  two  weeks  or  more  th^r^after,  she  v^as 
recalled,  and  then  said  the  release  of  dower  was  executed  in  1846  or  1847,  ten 
years  before  I  sold  the  farm  to  Shoop.  She  says,  I  also  conversed  with  Squire 
Walborn  about  the  time.  Walbor.nt  cold  me  it  was  probably  in  1846  or  1847.’^ 
Was  this  Nancy  Measse's  testimony,  or  Walborn  sweraing  by  proxy?  Mrs. 
Hershey  also  says  she  had  no  right  of  dower  in  said  farm,  but  signed  it  off  in 
consideration  of  the  $1,000.  If  the  Judge  thinks  me  so  liberal  as  to  siirn  off  a 
claim  of  $1,000  for  nothing,  he  ought  to  he>itate  before  he  accuses  me  of  defraud¬ 
ing  other  people’s  creditors.  The  facts  are  simply  these — the  Auditor  in  auditing 
the  guardians' account,  in  some  unaccountable  way,  audited  one  third  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  this  farm,  which  had  been  bought  by  the  giurdian  for  ray  wife,  to  the 
widow,  and  us  the  guardian  died  without  giving  us  a  deed  for  the  farm,  I  got 
Mrs.  Hershey  to  sign  off,  what  was  not  hers,  to  avoid  any  possible  diliculty  in 
the  future.  Mrs.  .Measse  knew  nothing  about  the  matter  till  long  after.  As 
this  matter  will  be  before  the  Court  again  it  is  piudent  for  me  to  say  no  giore 
about  it  here.  Judge  Nisley  was  also  re-called  to  correct  his  testimony.  A 
person  would  think  that  a  man  who  had  been  sitting  for  three  or  four  years  on 
the  bench  as  associate  Judge,  would  be  able  to  tell  the  truth  the  first  time.  But 
it  seems  he  was  not.  Who  knows  that  he  was  right  the  second  time  !  If  wrong 
about  one  thing,  can  there  be  any  certainty  thit  he  was  right  about  any  thing  ! 
The  first  lime  he  said,  “  it  was  in  this  conversation  he  said  he  had  judgment  for 
$5000  or  $6000.”  The  next  time  he  said,  “  Wjeting  said  to  me  that  be  had  a 
judgment  for  $|000,  or  near  that  against  Mrs.  Hershey,  but  said  it  must  be  kept 
quiet  from  the  creditors,  as  if  they  found  it  out  they  would  get  a  judgment  be¬ 
fore  him  and  wouli  make  a  fuss  about  it,”  It  will  c  rtainly  take  taller  swearing 
than  Nisley  can  do  with  Walb  irn  at  his  elbow,  to  make  an  intelligent  upright 
man  who  knows  us  both,  believe  that  I  ever  to'd  him  any  such  stuff*.  There  is  no  • 
wonder  that  a  Judge  who  could  swear  such  nonsense  about  judgments,  could  ufier 
all  his  efForis  for  a  re-nomination,  get  only  four  votes  out  of  a  delegati  n  of  sixty- 
two.  It  is  a  pityuhey  djd  not  call  him  back  the  third  time,  for  if  he  could  fj  I 
from  $5,000  or  SofoO^in  two  or  three  weeks,  he  would  probably  have  fallen  to 
nothing  in  one  week  later.  But  perhaps  Walborn,  was  swearing  again  by  proxy. 
An  ingenuous  witness  who  intends  to  tell  the  truth  and  the  truth  only,  will  tell  a 
straight  forward  story  and  such  is  the  testimony  of  all  my  witnesses. 

If  any  one  upon  reading  over  the  testimony,  fails  to  see  the  diflference  in  the 
witnesses,  and  the  manner  in  which  the  testimony  is  given,  and  particularly,  the 
erooked,  up  hill  and  down  hill,  and  zig-zag  testimony  of  Mrs.  tlERsHEYand  Jacob 
L.  Nisley,  the  Judge’s  brother,  I  think  I  can  insure  his  exemption  from  the 
draft  on  the  ground  of  imbecility.  With  reference  to  the  testimony  of  the  latter, 

I  will  say  his  memory  was  exceedingly  retentive  on  one  side,  but  on  one  side 
only.  It  is  some  men's  misfortune  that  they  are  so  shallow  that  they  cannot  be 
witnesses  without  becoming  partizans,  and  when  that  is  the  case,  they  cm  re¬ 
member  any  thing  that  may  be  needed  on  one  side,  but  nothing  on  the  other.  1 
complained  to  him  about  his  brother’s  testimony,  stating  what  he  had  said,  and 


18 


that  he  had  misrepresented  me,  and  he  (J.  L.  Nisley,)  afterward  testified  that 
1  had  told  him  the  same  ;  and  when  lie  was  asked  whether  it  was  not  liy  way  of 
complaint  that  I  had  told  him,  he  could  not  recollect  anythinj^  about  that.  On 
an  other  point  the  following  question  was  put  to  him  :  “At  the  time  Wieting 
said  ho  had  told  Felix  in  confidence,  did  he  say  his  reason  was  that  the  old  lady 
wanted  it  kept  trom  Nancy,  because  she  made  trouble.”  His  reply  was,  “yes;” 
but  by  the  time  the  question  was  written  down  and  the  master  inquired  for  the 
answer,  he  had  forgotten  it,  because  the  opposite  attorney  interfered,  and  the 
following  is  his  evasive  reply  :  “  I  don’t  know  whether  he  said  it  at  that  time  or 
not*  he  may  have  said  it.  At  the  time  he  said  Felix  ought 'to  know  it.  He 
(Wieting)  told  me'that  the  old  lady  got  offended  at  him  for  having  told  Felix.” 
His  whole  testimony  looks  very  spooney. 

Judge  Pearson,  says  again. 

“  In  addition  Mr.  Wieting  afterward  recovered  nearly  two  thousand  dollars  from  the 
representatives  ot  IIersiiey,  one  third  of  which  belonged  to  the  widow,  and  although 
she  declined  taking  it,  as  money  gained  at  law,  yet  her  creditors  might  with  great 
plausibility  insist  that  she  should  receive  what  was  legally  her  own,  before  paying  to 
W  lETiNG  to  their  prejudice  what  w^as  not  legally  his.” 

When  I  was  first  married,  Mrs.  Hershey  gave  my  wife  some  kitchen  utensils, 
such  as  pots,  pans,  kettles,  &c.,  and  as  that  was  not  a  great  many  years  before  1 
recovered  the  money,  the  Judge  might  as  well  include  them  in  his  inventory  for 
the  benefit  of  Mrs.  Hershey’s  creditors.  Mrs.  Hershey’s  testimony  about  that 

money  is, 

“  I  got  notice  that  I  was  entitled  to  between  S600  or  ^^700  ;  Wieting  got  nil  of  it.  I 
said  I  would  have  none  of  his  fighting  money.” 

Mrs  Hershey  knew  ^that  she  had  sold  to  me  all  claims  that  might  be  back  in 
the  hands  of  the  administrators  at  least  two  years  before  that  money  was  recov¬ 
ered,*  and  when  the  Judge  says  it  was  “legally  her’s,’’ ne  talks  as  usual  at 
random.  But  why  did  not  the  Judge  say,  I  recovered  that  money  from  Judge 
Nisley’s  father,  one  of  the  Administrators  of  Hershey's  Estate  ;  and  also  that  1 
recovered  it  in  spite  of  all  his  efforts  to  prevent  it.  The  first  time  the  Supreme 
Court  upset  his  law,  and  the  next  time  the  Jury  over-rode  his  charge.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrators  had  sold  a  farm  and  pocketed  the  money,  and  when  they  were  called 
upon  to  pay  for  the  fraud,  they  plead  the  limitation  against  a  minor,  and  our  grave 
Judge  iu  his  charge  to  the  Jury  justified  them  in  doing  so.  His  idea  of  the  limi¬ 
tation,  etcetera,  must  have  changed  between  then  and  now.  Is  the  Judge  seek¬ 
ing  revenge  now,  because  T  beat  him  and  the  Nissley’s  before  ? 

The  Judge  says  again, 

We  are  satisfied  from  all  of  the  evidence  that  this  claim  of  Wietings  was  a  mere 
trumped  up  affair,  &c.” 

•  .We  are  equally  satisfied  from  the  evidence  and  a  perlect  knowledge  of  the 
whole  affair,  that  Judge  Pearson  could  not  well  have  told  a  bigger  lie  if  he  had 
tried  ever  so  hard,  unless  he  would  have  said,  he  had  given  an  honest  and  im¬ 
partial  decision.  A  more  miserable  caricature  of  justice,  the  notorious  Jefferies 
was  never  guilty  of.  But  he  is  a  Judge  upon  the  bench,  and  as  such,  may  slander, 
and  misrepresent,  and  bespatter  any  one  who  is  unfortunate  enough  to  fall  into 
bftV*  th«  evidence  in  writing,  and  can  produce  it.  She  must  have  changed  her  mind. 
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his  hands,  in  the  outside  verbiage  of  his  decisions  to  any  extent  with  impunity, 
I  have  no  redress  against  his  slander  and  abuse.  I  might  with  great  propriety 
say  to  him,  as  Paul  said  to  one  in  his  day  ^^thou  whited  wali;^  but  for  the  same 
reason  which  he  assigned,  I  will  desist. 

Tnere  runs  through  this  whole  matter  the  strongest  evidence  of  a  deep  and 
(levillish  conspiracy  to  rob  me  not  only  of  estate,  but  to  blacken  ray  character  and 
blast  an  honest  reputation.  The  well-known  character  of  the  parties  concerned— 
the  fact  that  they  are  capable  of  doinganyihing  -hat  is  mean,  low,  and  contempta^ 
ble,  all  p  .int  with  unerring  certainty  to  the  fact,  that  there  is  rottenness,  and  only 
rottenness  at  the  bottom,  i^nd  if  I  had  proof  as  clear  as  letters  of  living  light, 
it  would  avail  me  nothing  as  long  as  Judge  Pearson  is  on  the  Bench;  at  least 
such  is  the  only  conc’usion  I  can  draw,  judsring  from  the  past.  ^ 

From  the  time  my  wife  was  ushered  into  the  world,  she  has  been  pursued  as 
one  born  out  of  due  time.  Her  father  was  6 fey  years  old,  wealthy  and  childless 
and  when  she  came,  she  blasted  the  longing  expectations  of  uncles,  aunts  and' 
nephews,  and  brought  withering  curses  upon  her  innocent  head.  When  she  was 
but  two  years  of  age,  her  own  unnatural  mother  according  to  her  own  testimony, 
by  the  collusion  of  the  administrators  of  Hersuey’s  estate,  commenced  a  systein 
of  plunder,  which  by  various  parties  was  carried  on  for  years  until  her  estate  was 
well  nigh  ruined  ;  and  when,  though  still  in  her  minority,  she  came  into  Court  to 
seek  redress  for  the  gigantic  frauds  practiced  upon  her,  she  was  blandly  told  she 
was  too  late,  that  h.T  a'legatiuns  might  all  be  true,  but  she  should  have  attended 
to  it  sooner.  That  must  be  a  beautiful  principle  in  law  grown  to  perfection,  that 
will  throw  the  mantle  of  its  protection  around  the  greedy  and  heartless  scoundrel 
who  can  deliberately  611  his  coffers  at  the  expense  of  an  orphan  child.  When  a 
few  years  later  she  came  into  Court  again  to  seek  redress  for  a  farm  that  was  sold 
when  she  was  but  four  years  of  age,  our  grave  Judge  Pearson,  contrary  to  law, 
charged  the  jury  against  her  right  of  recovery,  except  for  the  difference  between 
Its  actual  value  and  what  it  was  sohi  for,  thus  allowing  the  guilty  party  to  retain 
the  purchase  money.  I  might  enumerate  other  gross  wrongs  we  have  suffered  at 
his  hands,  but  I  deem  what  I  have  said  quite  sufficient  to  make  out  my  case,  and 
to  show  that  his  opinion  is  but  a  disgrace  to  hirastdf.  If  he  has  suffered  Judge 
N'sley  to  mislead  him  in  this  matter,  as  he  seems  to  have  done  in  the  Hickory 
Tree  Road,  or  suffered  himself  to  be  talked  “at”  until  his  mind  was  so  completely 
poisoned  that  be  could  not  comprehend  the  truth,  that  is  his  fault  and  not  mine. 

I  hold  him  responsible  for  what  he  has  done  and  for  what  others  have  done 
through  his  gross  misrepresentation.  If  the  doctrine  of  restitution  be  true,  he 
and  the  Nisleys,  and  others  I  know  of,  will  have  a  fearful  account  to  settle  some 
day,  or  be  damned  forever.  This  may  be  strong  language,  but  it  is  the  language 
of  sober,  stern,  unyielding  truth,  and  He  who  cannot  be  deceived  by  craft,  cun¬ 
ning  or  pretence,  and  with  whom  enacted  limitations  to  bar  justice  will  have  no 
weij^ht,  shall  judge  between  me  and  my  adversaries.  This  same  Judo*e  Pearson 
wheu  a  few  days  ago  I  asked  for  a  bill  of  -discovery,  to  unearth  and  bring  to 

*\rrs.  Her^hey  throngh  her  adWsois,  ^ave  in  1861,  two  judgments  to  Ker.  S.  Measse  an  Albri  ht 
preacher,  for  nearly  $4,000.  evident  y  without  consideration'for  she  owed  him  nothing  ^pon  wikh 
’"sued  writs  of  garni-lv  e  upon  me.  which  writs  are  stin  pending  in  Thus  it 

18  sought  to  accomplish  by  a  created  creditor,  what  Mrs.  Hershey  could  not  accomplish  by  her  bil 


light  some  of  the  hidden  works  of  darkness,  refused  the  same  on  the  ground  Lhal 
I  did  not  come  into  Court  with  clean  hands.  Does  not  that  look  liae  knuc.ving 
,  a  man  down  and  then  kicking  him  because  he  is  down.  Yerily 

•‘Justice  gives  sentence  many  times, 

On  one  man  for  another’s  crimes.” 

If  my  hands  were  as  unclean  as  the  Judge  has  shown  his  heart  to  be,  no  one  would 
ever  see  me  out  without  buckskin. 

Now  our  Dr.  may  hug  this  false  and  delusive  opinion  to  his  hearts  content, 
but  let  him  remember  what  the  good  book  says,  ”  that  for  all  these  things  God 
will  bring  thee  into  judgment.”  I  may  as  well  give  him  and  others  concerned  a 
little  eminent  advice.  ”  He  that  answereth  a  matter  before  he  heareth  it,  it  is 
folly  and  shame  unto  him.”  Prov.  xviii,  13,  “Doth  cur  law  judge  any  man  be¬ 
fore  it  hear  him,  and  know  what  he  doeth  John  vii,  51.  ”  Ye  shall  do  no  un¬ 

righteousness  in  judgment ;  thou  shalt  not  respect  the  person  of  the  poor,  nor 
honor  the  person  of  the  mighty,  but  in  righteousness  shalt  thou  judge  thy  neigh¬ 
bor.  Thou  shalt  not  go  up  and  down  as  a  tale-bearer  among  thy  people,  neither 
shalt  thou  stand  against  the  blood  of  thy  neighbor  ;  I  am  the  Lord  ”  Leviticus 
xix,  15,  16.  Who  is  my  neighbor?  and  Jesus  answering  said,  a  certain  man 
went  down  from  Jerusalem  to  Jerico,  and  fell  among  thieves,  &c.”  Luke  x,  29,  30. 
“  Thou  shalt  not  raise  a  false  report ;  pat  not  thy  hand  with  the  wicked  to  be 
an  unrighteous  witness.  Thou  shalt  not  follow  a  multitude  to  do  evil ;  neither 
shalt  thou  speak  in  a  cause  to  decline  after  many  to  wrest  judgment.”  Exodus 
xxiii,  1,  2.  “One  witness  shall  not  rise  up  against  a  man  for  any  iniquity,  or  for 
any  sin  in  any  sin,  that  he  sinneth  ;  at  the  mouth  of  two  witnesses,  oral  the  mouth 
of  three  witnesses  shall  the  matter  be  established.  If  afalse  witness  rise  up  against 
any  man  to  testify”  &c.  Deut.  xix,  15,  16,  IT,  18,  19. 

Truly,  we  have  fallen  upon  evil  times,  if  the  professed  followers  of  Jesus  can 
use  such  rottenness  against  a  Christian  minister  behind  1  is  back,  and  make  them¬ 
selves  the  willing  tools  to  further  the  works  of  darkness — couple  themselves  with 
men  of  no  character,  and  with  men  who,  if  they  have  character,  have  it  undeserv- 
edly,  to  tear  down  and  blacken,  and  blast,  and  ruin  an  honest  reputation.  If  I 
had  been  a  freemason,  then  would  I  undoubtedly  have  had  men  to  stand  up  for 
me  and  defend  me  against  such  gross  wrongs,  at  least  I  was  assured,  years  ago, 
that  such  would  be  the  fact,  by  a  dear  brother,  who  belonged  to  that  fraternity 
who  has  since  gone  to  his  reward.  But  I  was  only  a  Christian  and  a  Christian  minis¬ 
ter,  and  though  that  fact  at  one  time  possessed  a  talismanic  power  which  neither 
Kings  nor  Emperors  could  break,  its  charm  has  been  vitiated — it  wms  once  a  chord 
which  bound  heart  to  heart  stronger  than  death,  but  it  has  become  a  rope  of  sand. 
Once  it  was  the  glory  of  the  Church  of  the  Redeemer,  that  it  could  be  said  of 

them  ”  see  how  these  Christian  love  one  another  ;  but  alas,  that  too  seems  to  have 

in  equity.  To  this  ro'tenness  the  .Judge  is  evidently  lending  his  intiuenca,  for  tha  thing  is  so  traos" 
parent  that  he  cannot  fail  to  see  it.  It  miy  seem  out  of  p  ace  in  me,  while  there  is  still  a  suit  pend' 
in>c  belore  said  .Judge,  to  speak  of  him  a-<  I  have  ;  but  a  piofound  conviction  of  the  truth  and  also  a  con¬ 
viction  that  he  can  not  well  become  more  partial  than  he  has  shown  himself  to  be,  induce.s  me  to 
speak  freely.  He  made  a  wan  on  attack  on  me  and  I  have  answered  him.  If  he  is  an  honest  man, 
he  will  make  the  needful  r.  paration,  if  not,  I  may  never  more  e.vpect  even-handed  justice  in  the 
Dauphin  county  Court,  ho  long  as  he  occupies  the  bench. 
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passed  away,  and  the  truth  but  too  frequently  would  compel  the  declaration,  ‘see 
how  these  Christians  bite  and  devour  one  another.’  ” 

Rev’s.  Ehrehart  and  Hay  might  have  known  the  truth  if  they  had  sought  it 
before  they  went  to  Synod,  and  if  they  were  possessed  of  the  spirit  of  the  gospel 
of  Jesus,  they  would  have  sought  it,  not  behind  ray  back,  but  like  honest  men, 
before  my  face.  Whether,  therefore,  they  were  prosecutors  in  the  case  or  only 
accpiiesced  in  what  w'as  done,  they  are  equally  guilty.  No  excuse  can  palliate 
their  crime.  They  are  as  guilty  as  Saul  was  when  he  held  the  clothes  of  those 
who  stoned  Stephen — as  guilty  as  Judas  who  betrayed  his  master  with  a  kiss  ; 
for  they  too  carried  on  their  works  of  darkness  under  the  assumed  guise  of  friend¬ 
ship,  of  Christian  fidelity  and  meekness.  Will  their  repentance  be  like  that  of 
Saul  or  like  that  of  Judas  ? 


The  third  and  last  “  whereas”  1  am  not  able  to  answer,  as  I  have  not  been 

able  thus  far  to  find  out  what  the  sundry  particulars  are,  or  in  what  way  or  with 

reference  to  what,  1  have  conducted  myself  in  an  “  unchristian,  unbecoming  and 

unministerial  way.”  I  have  tried  hard  to  find  out,  but  have  not  been  able.  I 

have  begged  and  entreated,  but  all  to  no  purpose.  There  seems  to  be  such  a 

tender  conscience  or  fear  of  getting  some  one  into  difficulties,  or  of  exposing 

themselves  that  I  can  get  nothing. 

“  For,  well  you  know,  we  of  th’  ofiending  side 
Must  keep  aloof  from  strict  arbitrament ; 

And  stop  all  sight  holes ;  every  loop,  from  whence 
'I'he  eye  of  reason  may  pry  in  upon  us.” 

Perhaps,  in  the  strides  which  the  Synod  is  making  back  towards  Old  Luthe¬ 
ranism,  they  unwittingly  ran  past  the  times  of  Luther  in  tothe  age  of  the  inquisi¬ 
tion,  when  it  was  common  to  condemn  men  without  a  hearing  and  without  inform¬ 
ing  them  what  for.  Brethren  this  is  the  nineteenth  century.  An  era  of  light 
grown  and  beautified  since  first  bequeathed  to  the  world  by  our  noble  Luther, 
who  discarded  the  hidden  things  of  dishonesty  and  darkness.  The  inquisition  or 
anything  pertaining  thereto  is  not  Lutheran.  You  have  certainly  lost  your  moor¬ 
ing  and  drifted  off  into  unknown  waters.  Come  back  to  Lutheranism  ! 


To  my  inquiry  with  reference  to  what  was  said  about  me,  the  President  of  Syn- 
od  replied,  “most  of  the  brethren  spoke  and  told  what  they  knew  of  the  case.’ 
If  that  is  true,  they  certainly  said  very  little.  When  I  asked  him  to  tell  me 
what  he  knew  of  me,  he  was  mum.  Now  I  challenge  any  and  every  man  in  the 
East  Pa.  Synod,  to  say  one  disrespectful  word  about  me  or  my  character,  based 
upon  personal  knowledge.  Come  to  facts  brethreu.  You  have  most  of  you  read 
Yirgil’s  description  of  Madam  Rumor  with  her  thousand  tongues,  and  should  not 
allow  her  to  make  additional  tongues  of  you  —she  has  enough  already. 


“  Rumor  is  a  pipe 

hilowD  by  surmises,  jealousies,  conjectures; 
And  of  so  easy  and  so  plain  a  stop, 

That  the  blunt  monster,  with  uncounted  heads, 
The  still  discordant  wavering  muUiiude, 

Can  play  upon  it.” 


If  I  were  iialf  as  bad  as  represented,  there  v^oulcl  be  no  occasion  to  go  a  hun¬ 
dred  miles  up  the  rlvor  every  time  to  coridemn  me.  It  looks  too  mucli  like  the 


wolf  accusing  the  Jamb  ot  muddying  the  water.  Come  here  where  1  have  been 
living  these  twenty  odd  years  past,  and  where  if  1  am  so  bad  the  people  will  cer¬ 
tainly  know  it;  here  you  will  tind  the  best  men  of  all  tlie  churches,  and  who  stand 
forth  as  such,  my  friends.  They  know  me,  and  know  that  I  have  always  been  hon¬ 
est,  upright  and  sincere.  J  confess  all  men  do  not  speak  well  of  me,  and  I  am 
glad  they  do  not,  for  thus  1  shall  at  least  escape  one  “'icoe,” 

The  proceedings  of  the  Church  Council  of  Middletown,  were  also  before  the 
bynod.  As  stated  before,  J  was  literally  driven  out  of  the  Chuich  here,  by  the 
unchristian  conduct  of  the  pastor  and  a  clique  in  his  Clnirch  Council.  The  best 
men  in  the  Council  and  in  the  Church,  have  always  justified  me  in  remaining 
away.  It  is  not  at  all  probable  that  when  the  Pastor  or  his  tool  gave  a  history 
of  what  occurred  here,  the  truth  or  anything  like  it  was  given.  If  it  had  been, 
the  Synod  could  not  claim  to  be  Christian  men  and  yet  act  as  they  did. 

At  an  informal  meeting  of  the  Church  Council,  for  the  purpose  of  settling  the 
difficulties  between  myself  and  the  parties  charged  with  unchristian  conduct,  I 
stated  my  grievances  and  my  reasons  for  having  prefered  the  charges,  and  de¬ 
manded  in  a  kind  and  Christian  way,  a  recantation  of  the  aspersions  thrown  upon 
my  character,  and  a  proper  acknowledgement  of  the  wrong  done  me.  The  parties 
charged  both  stood  up  and  reaffirmed  tliese  wrongs  and  persisted  in  them  to  the 
utter  surpiise  of  many  of  the  brethren  present.  The  Pastor  then  turned  to  me 
and  said  ‘‘brother  Wioting,  forgive  them  ;  you  know  we  are  bound  to  forgive 
those  who  trespass  against  ns,  as  wc  wish  to  be  forgiven,  &c.,”  quoting  various 
passages  of  scriptures  on  forgiveness.  I  replied,  my  Bible  taught  me  to  forgive 
not  only  seven  times,  but  until  seventy  times  seven,  when  there  were  indications  of 
repentance,  but  had  yet  to  learn,  that  forgiveness  was  not  predicated  upon  repen¬ 
tance,  and  that  the  two  were  not  reciprocal  duties.  On  the  following  Sabbath 
there  was  communion  in  the  Church,  when  the  guilty  parties  were  permitted  to 
commune,  to  the  no  small  scandal  of  the  Church.  Some  three  or  four  weeks  after 
this,  I  was  incidentally  informed  by  a  member  of  the  Church  Council,  that,  at  their 
last  meeting,  upon  motion  of  the  Pastor,  the  charges  were  indefinitely  postponed- 
When  he  was  remonstrated  with  about  the  treatment  I  had  received,  he  replied, 
“brother  Wieting  will  soon  forget  it,  and  then  it  will  be  all  over.  There  is  a 
time^  it  is  said,  when  forbearance  ceases  to  be  a  virtue  ;  that,  time  had  fully  come 
with  me;  and  though  my  uniform  kindness  and  forgiving  disposition,  could  gen¬ 
erally  be  relied  upon,  and  so  he  presumed,  but  he  presumed  to  far.  A  man  may 
ordinarily  spit  upon  me,  but  I  cannot  allow  him  to  rub  it  in  :  he  may  knock  me 
me  down,  but  he  must  nol  make  a  rug  of  me,  for  that  is  going  too  far. 

On  the  5th  of  May,  1863,  without  any  man  ever  having  saida  word  to  meabout 
anything  that  was  wrong  on  rny  part,  the  following  action  was  had  in  the 
Church  Council  : 

“  The  Pastor  of  the  Ohurcli  also  referetl  the  Council  t(»  Llio  course  of  Ilev.  A. 
Wieting,  who  standing  in  full  connection  wirh  the  Synod  of  East  Pennsylvania,  has 
failed  in  duty  to  hintself,  to  the  Church  here  and  the  cause  of  Christ  generally. 

He  stated  that  it  w;t3  the  duty  of  Council  to  bring  his  case  to  the  notice  of  Con¬ 
ference  or-kSynod,  both  for  his  own  good  and  the  welfare  of  the  Church.  After  ac  in¬ 
terchange  of  sentiment  in  which  the  opinion  prevailed,  that  the  Pastor  and  t^elegatc 
ehoiild  report  the  case  to  the  next  Conference  “ 
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“^s^iUhe^dls^'*  ^'resident  of  the  Council,  submitted  the  question  as  follows  : 

Oonferencp,  should  Pastor  aud  Delpgate  appointed  to 

ofchri.^tiaa  love  and^forbearance^^^Th^  Bro.  ■\\  letiug  to  its  cousideratiou  in  the  spirit 
the  affirmative.”  ^^oearance.  1  he  question  being  put  was  unanimously  decided  in 

with  hlanlf  is  composed  of  eighteen  men.  A  document  like  this 

?Mo  aavP  n  V^ssed  ‘^unanimously.”  and  taken  to  the  Synod,  where  he 

is  I  confes-'  action,  could  fill  up  a  blank  with  anything  he  pleased, 

meLer/rrt  Perfect  herculaen  club.  It  musi  be  rel 

Synod  md  ^  ‘  entirely  uninformed  as  to  the  nature  of  this  action  until  after 

.  Ceter  tT  P^^t  “f  -7  one  to  attack  my 

h  .  P^^foct  surprise  to  me. 

There  were  r»rp  ^  f  reference  to  the'action  of  the  Church  Council  ? 

spoke  against  neither  spoke  nor  voted.  Two 

diction.  Onp  nf^h^  nnwarrantable  and  wrong,  and  outside  of  their  juris- 
manner  that  thev  vT  another  one,  have  assured  me  in  the  most  positive 

deceived  into  «•!  against  the  resolution.  The  other  speaker  says,  he  was 

There  were  the  of  Christian  love  and  forbearance.” 

I  had  brouo«ht  ^  ^  to  vote  for  it,  two  of  whom  were  the  men  against  whom 

the  minutes  was  writt  ^  ^"^^^P^table  facts.  But  what  is  still  worse,  is  that 
then  we  have  anotl  ^^'^rch  book  by  the  Pastor  himself.  Here 

veglr  jesuiLrtS  f “ 

leading  members  of  the  C  ^  constitutes  one.  The 

The  maioritv  no«r  i  ^  ^  matter,  it  never  would  have  passed  the  Council. 

In  June  fir  their  work, 

resolutions  afirectirnf  m  the  said  Pastor  brought  forward  sundry 

were  put  into  the  ha  f  ^  ^  "ot  now  remember,  and  which 

bro.  VVieting,  a  promptSis'bnrAhp^n  hasfally  come  for  theSynod  to  require  of 

the  Conference  therefore  resnectfi/lw  ^  pending  in  his  case,  and  that 

matter  to  a  speedy  and  definite  condnsYom”'^  President  of  Synod,  to  press  the 

lueteed^y  dni?,?r“°  ^  ^barged  the  aforesaid  Pastor  of  being  in- 

had  never  during  his  stav  0^’’“ 

hot  doing  right  or  nnr  t  •  ’  ®''®“  ’“‘•“atc'*  to  me  that  I  was 

continued  my  snbscrint  he  do  so  now,  if  I  bad 

further  gave  the  Confe  "  his  support  and  attended  his  preaching.  1 

Middletown  nd  asM  them  ?'"  the  diffieultres  at 

action  without  investll  „„ 

position  was  not  my  choice  Ct  Lru?  ™7  P'^'^sent 

for  a  moment  suspect  m^  nf  h  •  ^  ecessity ,  that  no  man  who  knew  me  would 

that  the  very  fact  that  I  was  ^^fl'ieaced  by  mercenary  or  unworthy  motives  ; 

conclusive  evidence  that  I  was  Tt  *=harge  than  me,  was  not  mentioned,  was 

scruples  about  safe  „T  '’--^«'‘here  were  any  conscientious 

sulferi.g  any  one  to  hold  the  ministerial  office  without  a  re^nlir  ' 
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charge,  but  for  the  purpose  of  pursuing  me.  The  J^astor  with  honeyed  words 
and  protestations  of  p^ood  will  and  kindly  feelitigs,  assured  the  Conference  that  I 
m  ght  have  made  ihe  necessary  arrangements  long  ago,  and  entered  upon  the  ac¬ 
tive  duties  of  the  Mitiistry,  if  I  had  desired  to  do  so  ;  and  that  if  they  would  pass 
the  resolution  he  would  assure  them  that  in  less  than  one  year,  I  would  make  all 
necessary  arrageracnts,  and  take  a  charge.  I  assured  the  brethren  that,  if  they 
supposed  I  would  be  indtieed  to  do,  under  the  pressure  of  a  threat,  what  my 
con-icienlions  sense  of  duty  would  not  lead  me  to  do,  they  were  entirely  mistaken 
in  their  man  ;  that  the  implication  was  an  unwarrantable  insult,  and  that  they 
might  as  well  tell  me  at  once  that  I  was  morally  disqualiGed  to  preach  the  Gospel. 
The  Pastor  and  President  of  the  Conference,  and  others  assured  me,  there  were 
no  charges  against  me  ;  whereupon,  I  asked  them  to  drop  what  they  had  iuhand, 
and  pass  a  resolution,  requesting  ihe  President  of  Synod  to  give  me  a  letter  of 
honorable  dismissal  from  Synod.  Put  all  I  could  say,  seemed  to  fall  upon  the 
ears  of  the  Conference  like  the  idle  wind,  whilst  the  exaggerated  and  false 
statementsefothers  were  received  and  acted  upon.  For  me  to  have  remained  in¬ 
different  under  the  treatment  I  there  recei'^ed,  would  have  argued  a  callousness 
far  more  reprehensible  than  any  feeling  I  manifested.  I  was  wounded  deeply  and 
juortified  almost  beyond  endurance.  I  calmly  arose  and  asked  to  be  excused  from 
further  attendance  at  Conference,  which  was  granted  and  I  left.  1  afterwards 
met  the  President  of  Conference,  and  complained  to  him  of  the  treatment  I  had 
received,  and  told  him  if  1  was  to  be  abused  in  that  way  I  would  not  attend  Con¬ 
ference  again.  This  remark,  judging  from  a  letter  I  afterwards  received  from 
him,  and  which  in  many  respects  is  a  curiosity,  well  nigh  threw  him  into 
histeri.s. 

It  will  be  perceived  that  blank  charges  were  preferred  against  me  at  Middie- 
lown  before  the  Church  Council,  and  I  was  condemned.  Subsequently  at  the 
Conference,  I  was  told  publicly  by  the  pastor  from  Middletown,  that  there  were 
no  charges  against  me.  Still  later,  at  the  Synod,  this  church  dtcument  comes 
up  rgain  with  all  the  formidable  power  of  its  “  unanimous”  force.  In  May,  I  am 
charged  and  condemned;  in  June,  when  I  am  present,  it  is,  “my  dear  brother 
Wieting,  there  are  no  charges  against  you;  we  know  you  are  a  good  preacherand 
can  be  useful ;”  in  September,  when  I  am  again  absent,  it  is,  “away  with  him  I 
away  with  him  !  he  is  not  tit  to  preach.”  These  things  are  literally  true. 

At  the  Conference  the  said  Pastor  did  distinctly  and  publicly  say,  and  breth¬ 
ren  present  have  so  acknowledged,  that  I  was  a  good  preacher  and  could  be  e.x- 
lensively  useful,  and  that  he  had  no  feelings  against  me,  but  sought  my  good,  and 
that  there  were  no  charges  against  me  ;  and  yet  the  Church  action  at  Middle- 
town  had  been  secured  against  me,  behind  my  back  at  his  instance,  and  the  rec¬ 
ord  falsified  by  himself  to  give  that  instrument  force.  But  some  one  of  the 
brediren  has  told  me,  that  the  said  pastor  had  said,  he  did  not  know  anything 
about  Pearson’s  decision,  or  had  not  seen  it  until  after  the  Conference.  If  that 
IS  so,  be  knew  only  one  item  less  at  Conference,  where  he  exhonerated  me  from 
all  wrong,  for  his  declaration  there  clearly  implied  that,  than  he  did  at  Synod,, 
vhere  everyikio^  waii  wrong. 
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But  let  us  look  a  little  farther  into  facts  and  see  how  matters  really  stood.  In 
the  spring  of  1860,  during  a  protracted  meeting,  in  which  I  gave  him  all  possible 
assistance,  he  asked  me  one  evening  to  preach  for  him  the  next  evening,  which  I 
agreed  to  do.  That  same  evening  my  character  was  assailed  in  one  of  the  stores 
in  Middletown  by  the  aforementioned  airent  of  Mrs.  Hershey,  charging  me  with 
unclean  transactions.  I  was  informed  of  this  fact  the  next  evening  just  before 
going  to  church,  and  the  matter  annoyed  me  a  great  deal.  When  I  came  to 
church,  I  told  the  Pastor  that  I  could  not  preach,  stating  what  had  been  said 
about  me,  and  asked  him  to  allow  me  to  get  up  before  the  Church  and  state  that 
certain  reports  had  been  put  in  circulation  about  me,  which  if  true,  disqualified 
me  from  preaching  or  holding  church  fellowship,  and  that  I  would  ask  the  church 
to  investigate  the  matter.  He  would  not  allow  me  to  do  so.  The  next  day  or 
day  after,  I  took  with  me  Father  Heppich,  in  compliance  with  the  scripture  rule, 
to  see  Mrs.  Hershey,  who  was  said  to  be  the  author  of  the  charge,  intending  if 
she  persisted  in  misrepresenting  me  to  bring  her  up  before  her  own  church.  She 
however,  acknowledged  my  representation  of  the  facts  to  be  correct,  and  hence  I 
had  no  cause  of  action  against  her.  Father  Heppich  is  here,  and  may  be  consult¬ 
ed  about  the  matter  at  any  time. 

Here  then,  two  years  before  Judge  Pearson’s  decision  was  given,  and  three 
,  years  before  the  Conference  met,  the  pastor  had  been  informed  by  myself  that  I 
stood  charged  with  fraudulent  conduct  and  asked  for  an  investigation,  but  he 
would  not  allow  it.  But  then  I  was  attending  his  church  and  contributing  lib¬ 
erally  toward  his  support,  now  I  am  not.  Circumstances  alter  cases  ;  do  they 
also  alter  morals  ?  Is  it  not  true  as  a  French  writer  has  said,  “  We  should  often 
have  reason  to  be  ashamed  of  our  most  brilliant  actions,  if  the  world  could  see  the 
motives  from  which  they  spring.” 

But  again  this  transaction  took  place  at  Middletown  ;  all  the  witnesses  in  the 
case  are  living  here  or  near  by ;  most  of  the  leading  men  of  the  town  .nre  well 
informed  about  this  matter  ;  the  character  of  the  parties  and  witnesses  are  well 
known  here,  and  the  pastor  has  been  living  here  all  the  time  and  could  scarcely 
remain  ignorant  of  a  matter  so  freely  canvassed  as  this  was  ;  and  yet  he  had  to 
take  slyly,  without  my  knowledge,  the  opinion  of  a  judge  living  at  Harrisburg, 
who  has  shown  himself  by  his  unfairness  to  be  unfit  to  occupy  the  judicial  bench, 
and  carry  it  a  hundred  miles  up  the  river  among  strangers,  to  get  at  facts.  Truly, 
“distance  lends  enchantment  to  the  view.”  Does  it  also  to  facts  ?  Some  paint¬ 
ings  look  well  at  a  distance,  but  are  horrible  upon  close  inspection.  Query; 

Were  not  those  painted  by  certain  gentlemen  in  Synod  of  this  sort  ? 

A  certain  Reverend,  not  a  hundred  miles  from  here,  has  been  engaged  for 

years  in  circulating  scandel  about  me,  but  has  never  shown  the  manliness  to 
speak  to  me  personally  about  anything.  He  did  so  before  he  belonged  to  the  E. 
Penn.  Synod,  and  has  done  so  since.  Some  men  would  call  that  back-biting,  but 
as  he  is  a  Rev.  it  must  be  something  else.  I  think  he  might  with  some  propriety 
adopt  the  following  : 

“I,  perchance,  am  vicious  in  my  gues&,  . 

As,  I  confess,  it  is  my  nature^s  plague 

To  spy  into  abuses ;  and  oft,  my  jealcrtisy 
faults  that  are  tot.” 
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ISome  time  after  the  meetiug  of  Coufereuce,  1  called  upon  the  l*resideut  of  Sy¬ 
nod,  and  had  a  free  and  lengthy  conference  with  him  in  reference  to  the  resolu¬ 
tion  of  Conference.  I  stated  to  him  ray  position  and  the  impossibility  of  my 
giving  any  definite  answer,  as  required  by  the  resolution,  I  also  stated  that  1 
was  tired  of  the  treatment  I  was  constantly  receiving  at  the  hands  of  the  Synod, 
and  asked  him  to  give  me  a  letter  of  honorable  dismissal.  This  he  refused,  but 
evidently  seemed  satisfied  with  the  excuse  I  rendered  for  ray  comparative  inac¬ 
tivity  in  the  work  of  the  ministry,  for  in  his  report  to  Synod  he  says,  “  I  have 
had  an  interview  with  the  brother,  and  some  correspondence,  and  cherish  the 
hope  that  the  difficulty  will  be  satisfactorily  adjusted.  ”  About  ten  days  before  the 
meeting  of  Synod,  we  had  an  extraordinary  flood  in  the  stream  on  which  my  mill 
is  situated.  My  property  was  damaged  to  the  amount  of  from  seven  to  eight 
hundred  dollars.  I  expected  it  would  take  fully  two  weeks  or  more  to  repair  the 
damage  so  as  to  start  the  mill  again,  and  I  wrote  to  the  President  informing  him 
of  the  fact  and  of  my  probable  inability  to  attend  Synod,  and  asked  him  again 
for  a  letter  of  honorable  dismissal  to  the  Frankean  Synod  of  New  York,  stating 
that  I  wished  to  go  back  to  my  old  friends  and  former  companions.  He  refused 
to  grant  my  request,  and  said,  ‘'If  it  is  within  the  reach  of  possibility  [come  to 
Milton.  You  ought  by  all  means  to  be  there,  flood  or  no  flood.  Tell  the  breth¬ 
ren  your  excuse  and  they  will  excuse  you.  But  try  and  be  there.”  This  at  least 
indicates  that  ray  excuse  was  satisfactory  to  him,  and  as  the  President  had  been 
solicited  by  the  resolution  of  Conference  “  to  press  the  matter  to  a  speedy  and 

definite  conclusion,”  I  presumed  there  would  be  very  little  more  said  about  it. 

I  succeeded  in  getting  the  mill  started  about  two-days  before  Synod  met,  but 

in  consequence  of  the  toil  and  exposure  the  week  before,  I  had  an  attack  of  fever 
on  Sunday.  I  put  myself  under  medical  treatment.  My  intention  fully  was  to 
start  for  Synod  on  Saturday,  but  as  I  found  myself  still  too  unwell  to  warrant  me 
in  going  so  far  from  home,  I  wrote  a  note  to  brother  Wedikind  giving  the  reas¬ 
ons  of  my  absence  and  asking  the  Synod  to  excuse  .ray  non-attendance.  That 
letter  was  before  the  Synod.  There  is  not  a  man  in  the  Synod,  who  dare  say 
that  a  letter  like  that,  w'ould  not  have  excused  any  other  man  in  the  Synod.  Had 
I  not  a  right  to  expect  that  the  exercise  of  a  uniform  courtesy  would  also  include 
me  ?  It  is  true  I  did  not  call  upon  heaven  and  exhaust  the  calender  of  the  saints 
to  bear  witness  that  1  was  too  unwell  to  warrant  me  in  leaving  home,  for  I  pre 
sumed,  among  Christian  ministers  at  least,  “yea,  yea,  and  nay,  nay,”  would  be  a  ful¬ 
filment  of  the  law.  The  pastor  here  and  his  delegate  and  Rev.  Hay,  were  aware 
of  the  fact  that  I  had  suffered  severely  by  the  flood,  and  they  might  have  learned 
with  a  little  inquiry  that  I  had  been  too  unwell  .to  go  two  miles  to  superintend 
the  finishing  up  of  the  work  at  the  mill,  and  also  that  I  was  not  well  enongh  to 
leave  home.  Is  not  he,  who  has  the  means  of  knowing  the  truth  within  his  reach 
nnd  yet  does  not  avail  himself  of  them,  just  as  guilty,  if  he  misrepresents  facts, 
:is  if  those  misrepresentations  w'ere  intentionally  made  ?  This  will  apply  not  only 
to  what  was  said  in  reference  to  my  ability  or  inability  to  attend  Synod,  but  also 
with  reference  to  every  other  matter  there  But  I  apprehend  that  certain  per¬ 
sons  were  more  interested  in  my  absence  than  in  my  presence;  and  if  they  could 
create  the  impression  that  that  absence  was  intentional,  so  much  the  better  for 
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their  purpose.  They  knew  very  well  that  their  only  chance  of  success  lay  in  stri¬ 
king  me  assassin-like,  in  the  dark  or  behind  my  back.  Thd^  succeeded  but  too 
well.  The  cause  of  Christ,  the  Church  and  the  Synod  have  been  more  scandal¬ 
ized  and  injured  in  this  place  and  elsewhere,  by  this  unhallowed  and  wicked  per¬ 
secution,  than  all  my  small  failings  piled  together  without  any  redeeming  qualities, 
could  have  produced  in  an  ordinary  lifetime. 

The  third  reason  assigned  for  my  deposition  from  the  ministry  has  been  put  upon 
the  wrong  man.  Had  it  been  applied  to  the  chief  instigators  of  this  persecution 
against  me,  it  would  have  been  infinitely  more  appropriate  as  well  as  more  deser¬ 
ving  ;  and  if  the  Synod  of  East  Penn,  possess  even  the  virtue  of  the  Persian 
monarch,  the  fate  of  Haman  awaits  them. 

The  want  of  candor  and  uprightness,  and  a  proper  investigation  of  facts,  and 
consequent  loose  and  unguarded  statements,  frequently  made  by  the  ministers  of 
our  holy  religion,  are  calculated  to  produce  the  most  deadly  influences,  and  fre¬ 
quently  cause  one’s  cheek  to  burn  with  shame.  The  treacherous  and  unchristian 
course  which  has  been  pursued  towai’ds  the  Principal  of  Fry’s  Estate,  the  gross 
misrepresentations  made  about  him  and  others  from  time  to  time,  are  enough  to 
brand  their  author  with  infamy.  In  the  last  report  made  to  Synod  by  Rev’s.  Ehre- 
hart  and  Hay,  for  instance,  with  reference  to  that  estate  they  say  : 

“  Prom  this  statement  it  will  be  seen,  that  the  estate  is  not  by  any  means  as  produc¬ 
tive  as  it  ought  to  l)e.  It  is  capable  of  yielding,  and  ought  to  produce  double  the  net 
income,”  &c. 

Now  any  and  every  man  here,  in  any  way  conversant  with  the  net  income  of 
farms  and  mills,  when  rented  out,  knows  that  this  statement  is  utterly  wild  and 
inexcusable.  Again  in  the  report  made  to  Synod,  over  the  same  signatures,  in 
1861,  they  say. 

“  lie  (the  Principal)  opposed  the  appointment  of  good  men,  upon  the  ground  of  their 
attachment  to  the  Church  ;  their  only  sin  was  the  fact  that  they  were  good  Lutherans.” 

I  speak  advisedly,  when  I  say,  this  too,  is  a  naked  unvarnished  falsehood.  I 
have  heard  many  of  our  most  experienced  business  men,  and  men  of  truth  and 
candor,  who  are  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  Principal  and  the  estate,  express 
their  utter  contempt  for  the  men  who  could  write  and  sign  such  untruthful  state¬ 
ments.  When  Reverends  Elirehart  and  Hay  were  yet  well  nigh  in  their  swad¬ 
dling  clothes,  the  Principal,  and  he  only,  saved  the  estate,  then  shattered,  torn 
and  wrecked,  from  passing  into  the  hands  of  the  reputed  heirs.  Once  by  Arbi¬ 
tration,  and  once  by  a  Jury  in  Court,  had  the  will  been  set  aside,  and  the  prop¬ 
erty  awarded  to  the  heirs.  He  succeeded  in  having  a  new  trial  awarded,  and  then 
by  the  advice  of  his  attorneys  bought  out  the  heirs,  for  which  he  gave  his  own 
obligations,  and  thus  saved  the  estate.  Leading  men  in  the  Church,  through  an 
attorney,  proposed  to  him  to  divide  the  estate  between  the  heirs  and  Gettysburg 
and  the  Dauphin  County  Poor  House,  but  he  refused.  Had  he  faltered,  or  been 
untrue  to  the  trust,  there  would  be  no  estate  left  for  those  truthful  gentlemen  to 
yarn  about.  I  could  not  join  in  with  these  men,  in  the  persecution  they  were 
waging  against  an  honest,  upright,  and  venerable  citizen,  and  when  I  brought 
charges  of  unchristian  conduct  against  some  of  their  tools  in  this  persecution, 
♦he  pastor  could  apt  spare  them,  and  hence  be  covered  up  their  iniquity,  by  bav- 
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ing  the  charges  indefinitely  postponed.  Had  1  joined  in,  perhaps  all  would  be 
well,  but  I  could  not,  and  iny  manifest  disapprobation,  probally  had  much  to  do 
in  bringing  the  persecution  on  myself’.  There  are  not  perhaps  two  men  here  who 
did  more  for  Rev.  Mr.  Ehreliart,  than  the  Principal  of  Fry’s  Estate  and  myself. 
We,  as  I  know,  and  as  the  injured  party  has  said,  saved  him  a  few  years  ago  from 
prosecution  and  fine,  from  which  there  could  have  been  no  escape.  Our  liberality 
towards  him  was  i)roverbial,  and  because  we  could  not  allow  him  to  domineer, 
and  ride  over  us  rough-shod,  without  complaint,  and  without  ceasing  our  devotion 
to  him,  he  has  maltreated  and  abused  us  in  a  most  shameful  manner. 

“  Blow,  blow,  thou  winter  wind, ' 

'Thou  art  not  so  unkind 
As  man's  ingratitude.” 

These  are  facts  which  proper  investigation  would  have  developed  ;  and  he 
knew  very  well  the  advantage  he  would  gain  in  resorting  to  the  cowardly  and 
mean  course  of  striking  me  behind  my  back,  and  securing  the  summary  action 
adopted  by  the  Synod.  His  good  man  “  Friday,”  from  Harrisburg,  who  is  always 
watching  for  jobs,  he  found  ready  to  help  him  in  this  dirty  work  With  such  men 
at  the  head  and  front  of  the  Synod,  I  of  course  can  hope  for  no  redress — 

1  “Fcr  all  thy  light  can  ne’er  evict, 

That  ever  Synod  man  was  lickt, 

(  '  Or  brought  to  any  other  fashion. 

Than  his  own  will  or  inclination.” 

It  has  been  a  somewhat  fortunate  circumstance  for  some  of  the  Pastors  here, 
that  I  was  always  on  hand  to  be  saddled  with  their  wrongs.  I  have  certainly 
then  been  of  some  use,  and  if  not  a  universal  panacea  for  pastor’s  ills,  at  least  a 
splendid  scape-goat  to  bear  away  their  sins;  and  as  the  present  pastor  has  always 
such  an  accumulation  of  them,  and  has  found  the  thing  so  very  convenient,  he 
made  up  his  mind  that  the  only  way  to  keep  me  here  and  always  on  hand,  was 
to  disrobe  me  and  remove  ail  inducements  to  my  leaving.  So  I  presume  I  may 
as  well  make  np  my  mind,  that  whenever  Synod  time  comes,  I  am  bound  for  the 
wilderness. 

There  has  always  been  a  great  deal  of  sharpness  manifested  by  the  pastors  here 
in  their  action  against  me.  Some  months  before  the  Synod  met  in  1854,  the 
Lebanon  Conference  me^t  at  Middletown.  We  had  made  ample  preparations, 
under  the  expectation  that  some  of  the  brethren  would  stop  with  us ;  but  no  one 
darkened  our  door,  not  even  by  way  of  a  call.  The  good  pastor,  perhaps  out  of 
motives  of  generosity  to  save  us  our  bread  and  butter,  put  them  all  elsewhere. 
Some  of  the  leading  members  of  Conference,  I  observed,  had  been  put  into  the 
hands  of,  my,  then,  bitter  personal  enemies.  The  sharpness  of  that  trick  was 
fully  developed  in  the  action  of  the  Synod  of  1854  and  1855,  and  the  Conference 
which  met  here  to  investigate  the  charges  preferred  against  me  in  that  infamous 
letter  before  referred  to.  The  brethren  present  at  that  Conference  will  perhaps 
remember  the  sharp  controversy  we  had  then,  and  how  I  showed  up  that  trick  to 
their  surprise  and  perhaps  indignation.  Hence  too  the  character  of  their  report 

to  Synod,  in  which  they  dropped  the  charges  altogether. 

The  same  course  nearly  was  pursued  again.  In  March,  1S63,  I  think  the 

Lebanon  Conference  met  araiii  at  Middletown.  The  same  causes,  which  existed 
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in  June  following  for  attacking  me,  existed  then  ;  but  the  Conference  were  not 
yet  prepared,  they  were  only  being  prepared,  and  besides  the  Pastor  knew  it 
would  not  do,  to  attack  me  at  home,  and  hence  there  was  nothing  said.  It  has 
always  been  by  these  underhanded  and  back-handed,  and  far  fetched  preparations 
that  I  have  been  condemned.  Never  have  I  been  openly  and  fairly  dealt  with 
as  one  Christian  brother  should  deal  with  another. 

In  the  Constitution  of  the  East  Pennsylvania  Synod,  the  “process  against  a 
Minister,’’  is  with  a  few  trifling  variations,  like  that  in  the  General  Synod’s  hymn  , 
book.  Section  second  of  the  formula  reads  as  follows  : 

“  AH  Christians  should  be  very  cautious  in  giving  credit  or  circulation  to  an  ill  report* 
of  any  man,  and  especially  of  a  Minister  of  the  Gospel :  if  any  man  knows  a  Minister 
to  be  guilty  of  a  fault,  he  should  w-irn  him  in  private.  If  this  prove  fruitless,  he 
should  apply  to  thf*  Church  Council,  who  shall  proceed  as  specified  in  Chapter  lll,3.o 
of  the  formula  of  Church  Government.” 

I  would  like  to  be  informed,  what  portion  of  this  section  has  not  been  grossly 
violated  in  letter  and  in  spirit,  in  ray  condemnation.  Oris  the  Constitution  only 
“for  the  lawless  and  disobedient.’’  Any  man  who  will  carefully  read  the  formula 
on  this  subject,  will  perceive  that  ample  notice  of  changes  to  be  acted  npon,  must 
be  given  to  the  accused.  Every  section,  bat  one  contemplating  action,  requires 
or  recognizes  the  requirement.  A  part  of  the  XIII  section  alone,  as  now  pub¬ 
lished,  would  seem  to  allow  the  summarv  action  which  was  had  in  mv  case.  It 
reads, 

“  If  accusation  ag=iin8t  a  Minister  b«  male  immediately  to  the’Synod,  and  the  Synod 
'  believe  iheoiselves  ia  possession  of  all  the  evidence  necessary  to  a  just  dec  sion,  the  case 
may  be  immediately  examined  and  sentence  passed,  whether  the  accused  be  present  or 
not.” 

The  last  clause,  “  whether  the  accused  be  present  or  not,”  is  not  found  in  the 
first  Constitution  published  in  1>^43,  nor  in  the  one  published  in  1847.  I  have 
carefully  examined  the  minutes  of  Synod  from  1847,  up  to  1861,  w'ben  the  last 
one  was  published,  which  contains  this  clause,  and  I  can  find  nothing  to  author¬ 
ize  its  insertion.  I  have  written  to  four  of  the  members  of  Synod  and  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  two  of  whom  were  on  the  Committee  of  publication,  for  information  as  to 
when  such  addition  was  authorized,  but  1  have  received  no  information.  My  im¬ 
pression  is  that  it  was  clandestinely  inserted  ;  for  I  cannot  believe  that  the  Synod 
is  so  dead  to  every  sense  of  propriety  us  to  insert  such  a  monstrous  proposition 
into  their  organic  law.  It  is  true,  the  difference  between  the  insertion  of  it,  and 
the  action  upon  its  authority,  “after  solemn  deliberation  and  mature  reflection,’" 
is  not  much.  Its  absence,  however,  would  have  given  the  minority  the  right  of 
postponement  in  my  case  and  a  reference  of  the  matter  to  the  Conference  for  in¬ 
vestigation,  which  would  have  been  both  right  and  proper.  This  section  as  it 
now  stands,  is  in  direct  conflict  with  every  principal  of  justice  ;  with  all  ecclesiasti¬ 
cal  usages,  and  with  the  plain  requirement  of  the  word  of  God.  Xo  honorable 
man  of  the  world  eveu,  but  would  scorn  a  proposition  that  would  take  such  ad¬ 
vantages  of  an  absent  o^e.  But  Ministers  of  Jesus  Christ,  will  set  in  solemn 
judgment  over  an  absent  brother,  and  though  their  Constitution  says,  ''  odl  Chris¬ 
tians"  should  be  very  cautious  in  giving  credit  or  circulation  to  an  ill  report 
of  any  man,  and  “  especially  of  a  2Iinister  of  the  Gospel,"  Ac.  Yet  they  wil  1 
cock  their  ears  and  drink  down  ill  reports  and  falsehoods  about  sail  brother; 
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listen  to  one-sided  statements  ;  allow  the  prosecutors  to  pour  out  the  vials  of 
their  wrath  against  him,  and  then  vote  themselves  “  in  possession  of  all  the  evi¬ 
dence  necessary  to  a  just  decision, and  pell  mell  hurl  him  out  of  the  ministry 
— throw  him  clean  over  the  fence,  outside  ot  all  appeals  for  justice  and  right. 
This  the  East  Pennsylvania  Synod  call  justice. 

“  Grave  Synod-men,  that  where  rever’d 
For  solid  face,  and  depth  of  beard. 

Their  classic  model  prov’d  a  maggot. 

Their  directory  an  Indian  pagod ; 

And  drown’d  their  discipline  like  a  kitten. 

On  whfich  they’d  been  so  long  a  setting  ; 

Descry’d  it  as  a  holy  cheat. 

Grown  out  of  date  and  obsolete. 

And  all  the  saints  of  the  first  grass, 

As  casting  foals  of  Balam’s  ass.” 

A  neighboring  Keverend  in  a  letter  to  me,  calls  it,  “  a  severe  discipline  neces¬ 
sary  to  be  exercised.”  The  necessity,  I  think  lay  more  in  the  disposition  of  men 
like  himself,  than  in  the  merits  of  the  case.  But  what  “  discipline”  was  it  that 
was  enforced  ?  certainly  not  that  of  the  church  of  Jesus  Christ.  Whether  his 
Satanic  majesty  has  a  formula  or  not  I  have  never  been  informed,  but  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  this  case  smack  very  much  like  his  kind  of  justice  and  like  that 
perpetrated  by  his  children. 

But  our  grave  Dr.  before  referred  to,  says,  “  we  were  satisfied  that  the  Scrip¬ 
ture  rule,  Matthew  xviii,i  of  private  admonition,  and  admonitionby  two  or  three, 
had  been  complied  with  ib  your  case.”  The  only  private  admonition  I  have  any 
knowledge  of,  is  the  action  of  1854  and  the  action  of  1863  of  Synod,  and  the 
action  of  the  Church  Council  in  Middletown,  and  these  were,  in  all  conscience 
sly  and  private  enough  so  far  as  I  was  concerned.  If  the  Dr.  means  to  be  un¬ 
derstood  that  I  was  ever  spoken  to  by  any  one  man,  or  two  men  or  more  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  any  matter  that  was  ever  brought  either  before  Conference  or  Synodi 
before  it  was  so  brought  I  brand  the  assertion  as  a  falsehood.  If  he  means  by  it 
that  the  action  of  1854,  the  action  of  1856,  and  the  action  of  the  action  of  the 
Conference  in  1863,  constitute  such  private  admonition,  then  I  have  to  say  that 
it  is  an  interpretation  of  Scripture  that  is  extremely  far  fetched.  But  his  idea 
may  be : 

“  Suppose  the  Scriptures  are  of  force, 

They’re  but  commissions  of  course, 

And  saints  have  freedom  to  digress. 

And  vary  from  ’em  as  they  please : 

Or  misinterpret  them  by  private 
Instructions,  to  all  aims  they  drive  at.” 

I  desire  to  have  it  distinctly  understood  that  I  find  fault  with  the  want  of  pri¬ 
vate  admonition,  not  because  I  was  guilty  of  any  wrong,  but  because  of  the  cor¬ 
rection  that  might  have  been  made,  if  the  parties  charging  me  had  been  sincere, 
and  thus  the  unwarrantable  action  of  the  Synod  would  have  been  avoided.  The 
very  want  of  that  private  admonition  however,  is  the  clearest  possible  evidence  of 
uncleanness  on  the  part  of  the  party  accusing  me. 
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Our  Dr.  further  says,  and  so  said  the  pastor  here  to  his  church,  that  the  reso¬ 
lution  of  deposition  was  ‘‘  unanimously”  adopted.  I  hope  this  is  not  another  such 
unanimity  like  that  in  the  Church  Council  here.  Xow,  another  good  brother, 
who  is  quite  as  good  authority  as  either  of  the  others,  told  me,  that  upon  the 
question  of  referring  the  matter  to  the  Lebanon  Conference,  he  and  fourteen  • 
others,  or  fourteen  in  all,  voted  so  to  refer,  but  were  in  a  minority.  He  further 
stated,  he  had  not  voted  for  the  resolution  of  deposition.  The  motion  to  refer 
was  evidently  the  test  question,  and  as  a  minority  on  a  test  question  seldom  vote 
on  the  main  question,  their  silence  cannot  justly  be  construed  into  an  assent,  and 
unless  therefore,  they  vote  with  the  miiority  on  the  final  question,  the  action  can 
not  be  considered  unanimous. 

But  we  are  told  that,  “After  solemn  delileration  and  mature  reflection,” 
the  (final  action  was  taken.  That  looks  very  imposing  in  the  minutes,  and 
well  calculated  to  impress  the  reader  with  the  idea  that  the  whole  thing  was  fairly 
done,  and  that  the  final  action  was  a  painful  yet  solemn  duty.  Tfle  facts  however, 

show  it  to  have  been  only  a  solemn  farce,  a  mere  mockery  of  justice  and  duty. 

One  of  th€  oldest  ministers  in  the  Synod,  and  the  only  one  remaining  in  it, 

who  was  present  at  the  first  regular  meeting  after  the  organization,  when  the  con¬ 
stitution  was  adopted  ;  who  with  that  noble  band  of  brethren  passed  through  the 
fires  of  persecution  ;  who  contributed  most  liberally  of  his  worldly  substance  and 
his  voluntary  and  unrcquitted  labour  to  promote  her  interest  and  her  welfare  ; 
who  prayed  and  wept  with  those  who  prayed  and  wept  for  success  in  her  noble 
work,  and  who  rejoiced  with  those  who  rejoiced  in  her  grations  visitation  and 
growing  prospects ;  who  traveled  thousands  of  miles  through  fair  weather  and 
oul — througli  winters  cold  and  summers  heat,  and  preached  nearly  a  thousand 
sermons,  and  all  at  his  own  expense  ;  and  w’hohas  always  been  ready  and  prompt 
to  give  a  helping  hand  in  cases  of  emergeucv  or  otherwise,  has  been  summarily 
without  notice  or  citation  ;  without  knowing  that  charges  would  or  could  be  pre¬ 
ferred  against  him,  and  his  unavoidable  abscence,  been  charged,  tried,  condemned 
and  deposed.  Had  it  been  done  without  “solemn  deliberation  and  mature  re¬ 
flection,”  there  might  be  some  palliation  for  the  art :  but  when  we  are  told  that 
men  standing  high  in  the  church  can  deliberately  and  upon  mature  reflection 
commit  an  act  so  utterly  at  varieiice  with  all  ecclesiastical  usages — so  directly  in 
conflict  with  every  principle  of  common  justice  —so  entirely  opposad  to  the  en¬ 
lightened  sentimeht  of  the  age,  and  one  which  would  have  made  even  Pontious 
Pilate  and  Festus  blush  with  shame,  we  most  conclude  that  hate  and  madness 
rated  the  hour.  They  could  not  have  been  ignorant  of  that  noble  sentiment  or 
injunction  contained  in  a  sermon  preached  eighteen  hundred  years  ago,  which 
says,  “  Therefore  all  things  whatsoever  ye  would  that  men  should  do  to  you,  do 
ye  even  so  to  them  ;  for  this  is  the  law  and  the  prophets  ;”  and  also,  of  that  other 
solemn  warning  of  the  same  master  preacher,  “  verily  I  say  unto  you,  inasmuch 
as  ye  have  done  it  unto  one  of  the  least  of  these  my  bret’u*en,  ye  hive  done  it 
unto  me.”  Yet  in  the  face  of  all  the  nobler  inspirations  of  the  Son  of  God  ;  in 
the  face  of  a  merciful  gospel,  \vhich  saves  only  the  merciful ;  in  the  face  of  a  char¬ 
itable  gospel  which  saves  only  the  charitable ;  in  the  face  of  a  long  suffering  gos- 
del  which  saves  only  the  long  suffering;  in  the  face  of  an  honest  gospel  which 
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saves  only  the  honest ;  in  the  face  of  a  gospel,  more  intensely  just  than  the  law, 
which  says,  “judge  not  lhatyc  be  not  judged.  For  with  what  judgment  ye  judge 
ye  shall  be  judged  :  and  with  what  measure  ye  mete,  it  shall  be  measured  to  you 
again  in  the  face  of  all  this  they  have  done  the  foul  deed — this  flagitious 
wrong. 

The  degree  of  guilt  in  any  wrong,  depends  upon  the  knowledge  and  intelli¬ 
gence  of  the  part  committing  it ;  hence  th  ?  Rabbi  and  Doctors,  who  schemed  for 
and  devised  the  death  of  the  Saviour  were  infinitely  more  guilty,  than  the  multi¬ 
tude  who  cried  out  crucify  him  I  crucify  him  I  Had  this  thing  be  done  by  men  of 
ordinary  intelligence  there  might  be  some  excuse;  but  when  it  was  done  by  educated 
'  men,  and  men  too,  who  by  their  official  character,  those  held  out  promint  ntly  the 
idea,  that  they  are  professed  of  more  than  ordinary  intelligence,  of  more  than 
ordinary  goodness  and  truth,  there  is  no  excuse — no  palliation. 

If  any  member  of  Synod,  who  lent  his  aid  to  this  action,  had  thus  summarily, 
without  notice,  and  without  a  single  legal  witness,  and  without  a  hearing,  been 
fined  $500,  and  that  too  for  a  matter  in  which  he  felt  himself  entirely  innocent,  he 
would  I  think,  consider  it  a  terrible  wrong — an  unparalleled  outrage  :yet  he  could 
upon  “solemn  deliberation  and  mature  reflection,’’  without  21^  single  legal  witness, 
and  upon  ea;  statements  and  rumors  given  in  my  absence,  lay  violent  hands 

upon  my  character,  and  rob  me  of  that  which  is  infinitely  dearer  than  dollars  and 
cents. 

“  Who  steals  my  purse,  steals  trash  ;  Tis  something,  nothing : 

^Twas  mine,  ’tis  his,  and  has  been  slave  to  thousands  : 

But  he,  that  fiilches  from  me  my  good  name, 

Robs  me  of  that  which  not  enriches  him, 

And  makes  me  poor  indeed-’^ ■ 

I  do  think  there  is  ample  room  in  the  Synod  for  an  anxious-bench,  and  if  I 
were  yet  in  it,  and  rightousness  were  laid  to  the  line  and  justice  to  the  plumit,  I 
would  doubtless  be  there  ;  but  not  alone  ;  for  A.  B’s.  and  A.  M’s  and  D.  D’s., 
would  have  to  lead  the  van,  and  of  course  I  could  not  stay  back.  What  a  glorious 
time  wc  would  have  in  getiug  back  to  the  old  land  marks.  S  )me  of  the  brethren, 
whose  skirts  are  clean,  might  crowd  around  us  “  miserable  sinners,”  and  sing, 

“  You  pray  for  me  and  Til  pray  for  you  ; 

For  that’s  the  way  the  Christians  do.” 

0 !  ye  East  Pennsylvania  Synodians,  our  mouth  is  open  unto  you,  our  heart  is 
enlarged.  Ye  are  not  straightened  in  us,  but  ye  are  straigtened  in  your  own  bowels. 
Now  for  a  recompense  in  the  same,  (I  speak  as  unto  my  children,)  be  ye  also 
enlarged.  Now,  I,  Wieting,  myself  beseech  you  by  the  meekness  and  gentleness 
of  Christ,  who  in  presence  am  base  among  you,  but  being  absent  am  bold  towards 
you  :  but  I  beseech  you  that  I  may  not  be  bold  when  I  am  present  with  that 
confidence,  wherewith  I  think  to  be  bold  against  some,  which  think  of  us  as  if 
we  walked  according  to  the  flesh.  For  though  we  walk  in  the  flesh,  we  do  not 
walk  after  the  flesh.  Do  ye  look  on  things  after  outward  appearance  ?*  If  any 
man  trust  to  himself  that  he  is  Chrfst’s,  let  him  of  himself  think  this  again,  that 
as  he  is  Christ’s,  even  so  are  we  Christ’s.  For  though  I  should  boast  somewhat 
more  of  our  authority,  which  the  Lord  hath  given  us  for  edification,  and  not  for 
your  destruction.  I  should  not  be  ashamed,  that  I  may  not  seem  as  if  I  would 


terrify  you  by  letters.  For  his  letters,  say  they  are  weighty  and  powerful ;  but  his 
bodily  presence  is  weak,  and  his  speech  contemptible.  Let  such  a  one  think  this# 
that,  such  as  we  are  in  word  by  letters  when  we  are  absent,  such  will  we  be  also 
indeed  when  we  are  present.  For  we  dare  not  make  ourselTes  of  the  number,  oj 
compare  ourselves  with  some  that  commend  themselves  :  but  they  measuring 
themselves  by  themselves,  and  comparing  themselves  among  themselves,  are  not 
wise.  But  we  will  not  boast  of  things  without  our  measure,  but  according  to 
the  measure  of  the  rule  which  God  hath  distributed  to  us,  a  measure  to  reach 
even  unto  you.  For  we  stretched  not  ourselves  beyond  our  measure,  as  though 
we  reached  not  unto  you  :  for  we  are  come  as  far  as  to  you  also  in  preaching  the 
Gospel  of  Christ :  not  boasting  of  things  without  our  measure,  that  is,  of  other 
men’s  labour’s  ;  but  having  hope  when  your  faith  is  increased,  that  we  shall  be 
enlarged  by  you  according  to  our  rule  abundantly,  to  preach  the  Gospel  in  the 
regions  beyond  you,  and  not  to  boast  in  another  mam’s  line  of  things  made 
ready  to  our  hand. 


Would  ye  could  bear  with  me  a  little  in  my  folly :  and  indeed  bear  with  me. 
-hor  I  am  jealous  over  you  with  godly  jealousy ;  for  I  have  espoused  you  to  one 
husband  that  I  may  present  you  as  a  chaste  virgin  to  Christ.  But  I  fear,  lest  by 
any  means,  as  the  serpent  beguiled  Eve  through  his  subtlety,  so  your  minds 
should  be  corrupted  from  the  simplicity  that  is  in  Christ.  Have  I  committed  an 
offence  in  abusing  myself  that  ye  might  be  exalted,  because  I  have  preached  the 
Gospel  of  God  freely  ?  I  robbed  others,  taking  wages  of  them  to  do  you  service 
And  when  1  was  present  with  you,  and  wanted,  I  was  chargeable  to  no  man  ;  for 
that  which  was  lacking  to  me  my  good  wife  supplied,  and  in  all  things  I  have 
kept  myself  from  being  burdensome  unto  you,  and  so  will  I  keep  myself.  As  the 
truth  of  Christ  is  in  me  no  man  shall  stop  me  of  this  boasting  in  the  regions  o 
Pennsylvania.  I  say  again,  let  no  man  think  me  a  fool ;  if  otherwise,  yet  as  a 
fool  rrceive  me,  that  I  may  boast  myself  a  little.  That  which  I  speak,  I  speak  it 
not  after  the  Lord,  but  as  it  were  foolishly,,  in  this  confidence  of  boasting.  See¬ 
ing  that  many  glory  after  the  flesh,  I  will  glory  also.  I  speak  as  concerning  re¬ 
proach,  as  though  we  had  been  weak.  Ilowbeit,  whereinsoever  any  is  bold,  (I 
speak  foolishly),  I  am  bold  also.  Are  they  Americans  ?  So  am  I,  Are  they 
utherans?  So  am  I.  Are  they  the  seed  of  German  Lutherans,  or  German  Lu- 
t  eran  preachers  ?  so  am  I.  Are  they  ministers  of  Christ  ?  (I  speak  as  a  foolj, 
am  more  ,  in  unrequited  labors  more  abundant,  in  stripes  above  measure,  in  prison 
moie  frequentf.  Of  the  East  Pennsylvaniansfive  times  received  I  severe  stripes, 
T  rice  was  I  beaten  with  false  rods  ;  many  times  was  I  cursed  and  reviled  ;  a 
thousand  times  was  I  called  in  derision  an  abolitionist.  In  journeyings  often  ;  in 
perils  of  robbers  ;  in  perils  by  mine  own  countrymen  ;  in  perils  in  town  ;  in  perils 
iqy  the  river  ;  in  perils  among  false  brethren  ;  in  weariness  and  painfulness,  in 
watchings  often  ;  in  hunger  and  thirst,  in  fastings  often;  in  cold  and  heat. 

It  is  not  expedient  for  me  doubtless  to  glory.  I  will  come  to  visions  and  rev- 
e  ations.  I  knew  a  man  in  Christ  about  twenty-two  years  ago,  (whether  in  the 
of  the  body  I  cannot  tell),  how  that  he  was  caught  up  into  the  East 

aul  vras  engaged  in  his  ■worldly  occupation  sometime. 
tWhen  I  preached  in  the  neck  I  boarded  at  Moyamensing  prison^ 
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l^ennsylvania  Synod;  where  he  learded  things  that  he  would  rather  not  speak  of, 
but  necessity  is  laid  upon  him.  How  that  it  was  pretty  strongly  intimated  by 
his  charge,  that  he  might  make  room  for  a  horse  thief*,  because  he  had  preached 
that  the  spirit  of  the  prophets  arc  subject  to  the  prophets  ;  how  he  went  to  Hum- 
inelstown  and  saw  the  first  revivals  there,  and  sowed  seed  that  has  been  gathered 
since  in  a  glorious  harvest,  llow  he  then  went  to  the  Neck  in  Philadelphia,  and 
there  built  a  church,  working  v/ith  his  own  hands,  and  how  he  refused  in  the 
meantime  a  call  from  a  flourishiug  charge  in  Chester  county,  because  he  could  not 
give  up  his  labor  of  love  among  the  poor  ;  and  how  he  received  only  one  hundred 
and  sixteen  dollars  for  a  year’s  ardent  toil,  and  suffered  the  Synod  to  keep  the 
one  hundred  dollars  appropriated  for  that  mission.  How  ho  afterwards  robbed 
his  wife  of  one  hundred  and  fifty-five  dollars  to  pay  outstanding  liabilities  incurred 
there.  How  he  afterwards  came  back  to  Middletown,  from  whence  ho  went  reg¬ 
ularly  to  Hanover,  a  distance  of  thirteen  miles,  for  about  the  space  of  ten  years^ 
building  there  a  church,  and  gathering  a  flock,  and  taking  wages  from  them  which 
was  yearly  given  to  the  Synod.  How  he  gave  up  that  charge,  made  ready  to 
hand,  to  others,  expecting  himself  to  be  called  elsewhere.  How  after  that  he 
went  through  various  towns  and  villages  in  the  land  of  Pennsylvania,  preaching 
the  gospel  of  the  Son  of  God,  until  the  great  rebellion  broke  out,  and  how  ho 
was  finally  held  up  before  the  chnrch  and  the  world  crucified. 

Of  such  a  one  will  I  glory ;  yet  of  myself  I  will  not  glory,  but  in  mine  infirmity. 
}3ut  lest  I  should  be  exalted  above  measure  there  was  a  thorn  given  unto  me  I 
am  become  a  fool  in  glorying  ;  ye  have  compelled  me,  for  I  ought  to  have  been 
commended  of  you  ;  for  what  was  it  wherein  ye  were  inferior  to  others  except  it 
he  that  I  was  not  burdensome  to  you  ?  forgive  me  this  wrong.  Examine  your, 
selves,  whether  ye  be  in  the  faith  ;  prove  your  own, selves.  Know  ye  not  your 
own  selves,  how  that  Jesus  Christ  is  in  you,  except  ye  be  reprobates.  But  I 
trust  that  ye  shall  know  that  we  are  not  reprobates.  Now  I  pray  God 
that  ye  do  no  evil  ;  not  that  we  should  appear  approved,  but  that  ye  should 
do  that  which  is  honest,  though  we  be  as  reprobates.  For  we  can  do  nothing 
against  the  truth,  but  for  the  truth. 

I  have  never  claimed  sinless  perfection.  1  am  not  such  a  fool  as  to  pretend  to 
be  free  from  all  faults  ;  I  have  mine,  other  men  have  theirs,  and  I  apprehend  if 
the  Saviour  had  been  at  the  late  Synod,  as  he  was  present  at  one  occasion,  and 
said,  “let  him  that  is  without  sin  cast  the  first  vote,”  there  would  have  been  no 
yeas  recorded  against  me  ;  but  I  am  afraid  he  was  absent  in  spirit  as  well  as  in 
body,  for  the  work  there  does  not  accord  cither  with  his  spirit  or  his  word. 

I  have  enemies  of  course,  for  to  be  without  them  indicates  a  negative  goodness, 
always  ready  to  be  moulded  to  suit  the  occasion  and  the  hour.  This  has  not  been 
my  character ;  I  have  always  believed  that  the  Christian  warfare  wms  an  aggressive 
warfare,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Christian  to  labor  to  create  public  opin¬ 
ion,  rather  than  to  follow  in  its  wake  :  that  the  elements  of  religion  should  not 
be  confined  to  the  House  of  God  on  Sunday,  but  bo  the  guiding-star  to  lead  one 
through  all  the  various  walks  of  life.  I  have  therefore  always  stood  forth  mau- 

"Kdwavd  Smith,  alias  Klijah  Bowen,  an  old  convict. 


fully  for  the  truth,  I  have  never  occupied  a  doubtful  position,  neither  have  I  ev¬ 
er  suffered  either  interest  or  power  to  influence  me  or  control  my  actions.  I  have 
for  many  years  occupied  a  prominent  position,  and  to  a  certain  extent  a  control¬ 
ling  influence  without  having  sought  either  ;  but  I  have  never  used  them  for  base 
or  ignoble  purposes,  or  for  selfish  ends.  I  have  always  been  kind-hearted  and 
liberal,  and  learned  by  sad  experience,  that  my  worst  enemies  have  generally  been 
those  for  whom  I  have  done  the  most.  Many  years  ago  I  asked  my  attorney  why 
this  was  so?  His  reply  was,  “that  is  human  nature.  If  you  wish  to  make  a 
man  your  enemv,  be  kind  to  him  and  help  him — give  him  money  and  befriend  him, 
and  whenever  you  stop  giving,  the  work  is  done.’’  The  worst  cases  I  have  to 
complain  of,  are  the  present  pastor  here  and  some  of  his  clique  in  the  Church 
Council.  These  are  the  men  who  have  been  and  still  are  pursuing  me. 

“  Time  hath  a  wallet  at  his  back 
"Wherein  he  puts  alms  for  oblivion, 

A  great-sized  monster  of  ingratitudes  ; 

Those  scraps  are  good  deeds  past ;  which  are  devour’d 
As  fast  as  they  are  made,  forgot  as  soon 
As  done.” 

They  first,  in  a  sly  and  very  unfair  way,  had  me  censured  in  the  Church  Council 
here,  and  then  by  wrongs  impressed  through  sanctimonious  mien  and  saintly  pre¬ 
tence  induced  the  action  of  Conference,  and  after  that  secured  my  expulsion  from 
Synod  ;  and  now  are  using  the  weapons  formed  abroad  to  slay  me  at  home.  One 
would  suppose  that  after  having  secured  the  Synodical  action,  they  might  rest 
satisfied  ;  but  such,  unfortunately,  is  not  the  case.  As  success  in  the  accumula¬ 
tion  of  wealth,  only  stimulates  to  greater  exertions,  so  success  in  persecution  only 
adds  fuel  to  the  flames,  and  encouragement  to  perseverance.  Besides,  they  have 
raised  the  cry  of  “  mad-dog,”  and  they  know  it  will  not  do  to  cease  pursuit  until 
the  dog  is  dead,  dead  beyond  recovery,  for  fear  their  ruse  might  be  discovered; 
for  they  know  very  well 

“  It  is  success  that  colors  all  in  life  : 

Success  makes  fools  admired,  makes  villians  honest: 

All  the  proud  virtue  of  this  vaunting  world 
b'awn  on  success  and  power,  howe’er  acquired.” 

When  it  was  first  announced  to  the  church  here,  that  I  had  been  deposed,  it  was 
mainly  attributed  to  Juuge  Pearson’s  decision ;  but  when  it  was  discovered,  that 
my  friends  here,  who  knew  more  about  that  transaction,  and  the  character  of  the 
parties  who  were  engaged  in  that  matter,  could  not  be  affected  by  that,  then  the 
decision  was  said  to  be  but  of  minor  consideration,  and  other  things  loomed  up 
as  the  primary  cause.  My  not  selling  out ;  the  action  of  the  Church  Council ; 
the  “solemn  promises,”  &c.,  all  had  to  give  way  in  their  turn  before  better  knowl¬ 
edge.  Finally  the  report  of  the  committee  on  the  secularization  of  the  ministry, 
in  1854,  together  with  the  action  of  Synod  in  the  case  of  Rev.  W.  H.  Smith,  are 
brought  forward  to  justify  the  action  of  Synod  in  my  case  ;  but  they  will  not  do 
the  report  does  not  apply  to  me  any  more  than  it  does  to  reverend  teachers  in 
colleges  and  seminaries ;  and  the  case  of  Rev.  Smith  finds  no  parallel  in  me 
Besides,  if  it  did,  he  was  simply  dropped,  and  not  found  guilty  of  charges  made 
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of  moonshioe,  without  a  trial,  when  they  had  iny  letter  askinp^  to  be  excused,  and 
nothing  from  him  for  years. 

The  clergy  of  the  town  have  a  meeting  every  week,  and  my  case  has  frequently 
been  before  them.  The  pastor  of  the  Lutheran  church  has  labored  hard  to  con¬ 
vince  the  others  that  the  action  of  the  Synod  is  all  right,  but  they  do  not  seem  to 
see  it.  One  of  them,  a  short  time  ago  requested  my  presence,  when  my  affairs 
were  on  the  tapis,  but  the  Lutheran  pastor  would  not  permit  it.*  Why  ?  The  re¬ 
fusal  speaks  for  itself,  and  answers  the  question  more  effectually  than'words  can  do. 

“Falsehood,”  says  Colton,  “  is  never  so  successful  as  when  she  baits  her  hook 
with  truth,  and  that  no  opinions  so  fatally  mislead  us  as  those  that  are  not  wholly 
wrong,  as  no  watches  so  effectually  deceive  the  wearer,  as  those  that  are  some¬ 
times  right.”  This  is  not  only  true  with  reference  to  words  spoken,  but  it  is 
equally  true  with  reference  to  actions.  The  adroit  scoundrel  who  would  injure 
his  neighbor  in  the  estimation  of  others,  will  not  present  himself  in  his  natural 
garb,  neither  will  he  defeat  his  object  by  bold  and  rash  assertions  entirely  devoid 
of  truth.  He  will  affect  friendship,  good  will,  and  pity  for  the  unfortunate  object 
of  his  pursuit,  but  suft'er  no  opportunity,  by  hint,  surmise  or  the  “  they  say,”  to 
escape  him  in  the  furtherance  of  his  work.  The  assaults  of  an  open  and  avowed 
enemy,  are  infinitely  less  dangerous,  as  they  may  be  warded  off  and  are  less  effec¬ 
tual  in  their  object,  as  they  bear  design  upon  their  face.  The  kissing  kind,  are 
those  that  strike  the  deepest ;  and  judging  from  indications  these  are  the  kind  that 
I  have  suffered  from,  for  I  have  not  received  a  letter  yet,  even  from  those  who  have 
belaboured  me,  that  does  not  close  with  the  assurance  that  they  are  my  friends. 
I  have  almost  come  to  the  conclusion  that  my  early  education  and  subsequent  ac¬ 
quirements,  were  all  wrong,  for  I  have  always  been  taught  to  believe  that  a  friend 
would  not  strike  a  friend  behind  his  back  ;  that  a  friend  would  not  scandalize  a 
friend  :  that  a  friend  would  not  condemn  a  friend  without  a  hearing;  that  a  friend 
would  not  help  to  rob  a  friend  of  his  character;  that  a  friend  would  not  in  all 
things  act,  as  I  have  supposed  only  an  enemy  could.  But  it  seems  I  have  been 
entirely  mistaken,  and  hereafter  I  presume  I  will  have  to  conclude  that  those  only 
are  true  friends  wbo  will  say  like  Job’s  wife  “curse  God  and  die.” 

But  lest  ray  numerous  friends  in  the  Synod  should  suppose  me  unique  in  some 
of  my  positions,  maintained  herein,  I  will  bring  to  my  aid,  and  particularly  so, 
as  they  have  a  great  veneration  for  Judges^  opinions,  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  as  given, by  Judge  Coulter,  “  I  am  a  Roman  citizen,'^'  were  once  words 
of  power,  which  brought  the  proudest  Pro-counsel  to  a  pause,  when  he  was  about 
to  commit  oppression  ;  and  the  talismanic  words  I  am  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvania, 
secures  to  the  individual  his  private  rights,  unless  they  are  taken  from  him  by  a 
trial,  where  he  has  an  opportunity  of  being  heard  by  himself,  his  counsel  and  his 
testimony,  more  majorum,  according  to  the  laws  and  customs  of  our  fathers  and 
the  securities  and  safeguards  of  the  Constitution.  *  *  TPe  first  trial  on 

earth  was  upon  summons  and  hearing.  Where  art  thou,  Adam  ?  and  hast  thou 
eaten  ?j  preceeded  the  ejection  of  Adam  and  Eve  from  their  beautiful  inheritance, 

the  garden  of  Eden.  And  the  proudest  legislator  may  learn  wisdom  from  such 
an  example.  It  is  against  the  principles  of  liberty  and  common  right  to  deprive 
a  man  of  his  property  or  franchise,  while  he  is  within  the  pale  of  the  Constitution 


and  with  his  hands  on  the  altar,  and  give  it  to  another,  without  hearing  and 
trial  by  due  course  of  law.’’ 

But  it  is  due  for  me  to  say  that  there  are  some  noble  brethren  in  the  East 
Penna,  Synod,  and  I  have  renson  to  believe  many  of  them  are  my  friends,  and 
very  likely  a  majority  of  the  men  belonging  to  the  Synod  have  not  soiled  their 
skirts  in  this  transaction.  Many  of  them  were  not  present  when  the  final  action 
was  had,  and  fourteen,  at  least,  of  those  present,  voted  to  refer  the  matter  to  the 
Conference,  so  as  to  give  me  a  hearing.  There  may  have  been  a  few  good  men 
and  true,  whose  stern  integrity  and  uprightness,  suffered  their  confidence  to  be 
betrayed,  and  in  an  unguarded  moment  did  what  they  have  since  regretted.  If 
like  “Tray,”  they  got  into  bad  company,  and  through  it  got  cudgeled,  that  is 
their  fault  and  not  mine,  as  I  am  addressing  the  subject  matter  of  this  only 
against  the  party  who  voted  for  and  favored  the  summary  action  of  Synod.  I 
am  a  plain  blunt  man,  and  may  seem  in  many  things  to  have  been  too  severe;  but 
severe  cases  require  severe  treatment.  I  have  given  what  I  honestly  and  up¬ 
rightly  believe  to  be  the  truth,  and  if  I  have  manifested  in  this  or  other 
letters  which  I  have  written,  more  asperity  than  may  seem  justifiable  to  others,  I 
can  only  say  they  should  not  condemn  me,  as  they  cannot  without  the  same  ex¬ 
perience  know  w'hat  they  would  do.  I  have  set  down  nauoht  in  malice  or  ill  will ; 
but  to  pretend  to  be  free  from  indignation  at  the  unchristian  course  pursued 
toward  me,  I  will  not  claim.  The  patience  of  Job  and  the  meekness  of  David, 
would  have  been  put  to  the  test  under  such  circumstances.  When  I  was  assailed 
without,  traduced  and  slandered,  and  deeply  wronged  by  a  Judge  upon  the  bench, 
my  Christian  brethren  ought  to  have  been  the  last  to  forsake  me,  instead  of  which 
they  capped  the  climax  of  injustice  and  wrong,  by  their  summary  and  unchristian 
course.  There  was  but  a  little  of  that  fervent  charity  manifested  which  Peter 
says,  “  shall  cover  the  multitude  of  sins.” 

But  will  the  Synod  undo  their  work  ?  Time  will  show.  If  however,  the  guilty 
party  in  this  dirty  business  can  avoid  it,  without  showing  their  hands  too  openly^ 
it  will  not  be  done.  But  circumstances  may  even  compel  them,  in  order  to  avoid 
the  growing  suspicion  of  foulness  on  their  part,  to  take  the  initiatory,  in  order  to 
cover  up  mere  eflfectually  their  tracks,  and  retain  the  confidence  which  they  have 
so  foully  betrayed.  The  lying  about  me  on  the  part  of  Rev.  Ehrehart  and  his 
clique  has  not  stopped,  but  is  still  going  on,  and  so  long  as  he  and  Rev.  Hay 
retain  the  confidence  of  the  Synod  I  can  have  no  expectation  or  hqpe  of  redress. 
A  man  who  can  stand  up  and  tell  a  deliberate  falsehood  as  I  have  heard  men  do 
in  the  presence  of  their  brethren,  with  a  calm,  sanctimonious  mien,  is  well  calcu¬ 
lated  to  do  much  harm  ;  and  as  I  know  that  Rev.  Ehrehart  is  not  always  truthful 
in  his  statements,  and  as  I  have  no  means  of  knowing  what  reports  he  may  cir¬ 
culate  among  the  members  of  Synod  about  me,  I  have  no  opportunity  to  contra¬ 
dict  them.  One  good  brother  did  inform  me  of  what  he  had  received  from  him^ 
and  which  was  a  miserable  falsehood,  and  which  I  was  able  to  contradict.  What 
further  rumors  or  reports  may  be  gotten  up  and  circulated,  God  only  knows.  The 
bitter  hatred  and  unrelenting  enmity  manifested  towards  me  by  the  Nisleys  and 

Ehrehart  and  others,  and  the  character  of  the  parties,  is  such  as  to  make  most 
anything  possible.  By  the  grace  of  God  I  shall  try  to  bear  all,  to  suffer  all,  as 


4 


38 


patiently  as  I  can.  But  will  the  Synod  recant  ?  If  the  wrong  done  me  had  been 
done  by  others,  I  think  they  would  be  ready  to  defend  me,  but  when  it  has  been 
done  by  themselves,  what  then  ?  Is  there  sterling  virtue  enough  in  the  Synod  to 
lead  them  to  the  path  of  duty  ?  Time  will  answer  the  question.  I  shall  not  be¬ 
little  myself  by  asking  them  to  do  me  justice.  If  the  good  sense  and  right-judg¬ 
ment  of  the  Synod  do  not  prompt  the  matter  and  induce  them  to  wash  their  hands 
(not  Pilate  like)  and  acknowledge  their  wrong,  then  it  must  remafn  as  it  is,  until 
a  higher  court,  where  truth  only  governs,  shall  decide.  The  few  years  more  al¬ 
lotted  to  me  in  this  life,  I  can,  if  it  must  be,  spend  in  retirement,  and  the  good  I 
might  have  done  henceforth,  if  not  done,  will  not  be  at  my  door.  In  this  matter 
I  may  adopt  the  language  of  Paul,  “They  have  beaten  us  openly  uncondemned, 
being  Romans,  and  have  cast  us  into  prison  :  and  now  do  they  thrust  us  out  pri¬ 
vately  ?  Nay,  verily  ;  but  let  them  come  themselves  and  fetph  us  out.’’ 

Rev.  Ehrehart  has  made  a  terrible  ado  about  the  facts  that  my  name  was  used 
two  years  ago,  as  a  candidate  for  a  congressional  nomination.  My  name  was  so 
announced  in  the  Harrisburg  Telegraph  without  my  knowledge  or  consent,  and 
as  I  understood  the  object  for  which  it  was  done,  I  acquiesced,  and  though  I  made 
no  particular  exertion  to  secure  the  nomination,  as  my  friends  well  know,  the  Con¬ 
vention  had  to  be  adjourned  so  as  to  defeat  me,  by  the  use  of  a  little  extra  grease. 
I  do  not  know  that  Ehrehart  need  “tear  his  shirt”  about  the  matter,  for  I  neither 
injured  him  nor  any  one  else  that  I  know  of  But  he  has  said  that  if  I  could 
leave  my  property  to  go  to  Congress,  I  could  also  leave  it  to  go  away  and  preach. 
To  make  his  foolish  declarations  of  any  value,  he  must  first  show  that  I  had  any 
idea  of  going  to  Congress;  and  secondly,  that  if  I  had  such  intenlicn,  whether 
I  could  afford  as  well  to  leave  my  property  year  in  and  year  out  for  $500  or  $600, 
a  year,  as  to  leave  it  for  about  eight  months  one  year  and  three  months  the  next 
year  for  $3,000  per  year.  I  do  not  see  why  he  should  be  so  much  offended  because 
I  received  such  a  flattering  compliment  from  the  County  Convention,  unless  he  is 
actuated  with  the  same  spirit  Haman  was,  when  he  said,  “all  this  availeth  me 
nothing,  so  long  as  I  see  Mordecai  the  Jew  sitting  at  the  Kings  gate.” 

There  has  been  a  great 'deal  of  stress  laid  upon  the  fact  that  I  have  not  for 
some  years  past  had  a  regular  charge,  and  hence  have  not  preached  regular. — 
That  was  not  my  fault,  but  my  misfortune,  as  there  was  no  point  within  reason¬ 
able  distance,  since  I  gave  up  my  Hanover  charge,  where  I  could  preach  without 
interfering  with  some  one  else.  Still  it  would  perhaps  be  difficult  to  show  that 
I  have  not,  since  I  had  a  regular  charge,  accomplished  quite  as  much  good  as 
many  who  had  superior  advantages.  If  I  had  not  always  been  at  least  a  success¬ 
ful  preacher,  I  might  perhaps  long  since,  in  consequence  of  the  peculiar  Provi¬ 
dence  that  has  shaped  my  course,  doubted  my  call  to  the  ministry.  If  I  had 
preached  as  many  years,  and  done  as  little  good  and  as  much  harm  as  Rev,  Ehre¬ 
hart  has,  since  he  has  been  here,  and  as  some  others  have  that  I  know  of,  the 
Synod  would  have  had  no  opportunity  to  turn  me  out  of  the  ministry,  for  I  would 

have  abandoned  it  long  ago.  But  why  must  I  be  prevented  from  preaching  at 
all,  or  from  doing  some  little  good,  because  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  do  as  much 
preaching  as  some  others.  The  disciple  John  at  one  time  entertained  the  same 
sentiment,  which  unhappily  has  affected  some  of  the  brethren  and  particularly 
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Reverends  Ehrehart  and  Hay,  when  he  went  to  the  Saviour  saying,V‘  Master,  we 
saw  one  casting  out  devils  in  thy  name,  and  he  followeth  not  us,  and  we  forbade 
him  because  he  followeth  not  us.”  What  was  the  reply  of  Jesus  ?  did  he  say, 
“stop  him  ?”  By  no  means  ;  his  reply  was  “foibid  him  not.”  And  Paul  rejoiced 
that  the  gospel  was  preached,  even  if  it  was  not  done  from  proper  motives.  Why 
then  shall  I  be  silenced,  and  not  be  permitted  to  preach,  though  I  do  not  follow 
in  all  things  the  dictates  of  Reverends  Ehrehart  and  Hay  ?  I  do  not  approve  of 
all  they  do,  neither  will  I  ask  them  to  approve  of  all  I  do,  until  they  shall  have 
been  appointed  my  master,  by  a  mandate  from  the  Court  of  heaven.  When  the 
Synod  by  a  fair  and  honest  investigation  have  found  me  guilty  of  wrong  doing, 
it  will  be  time  enough  for  them  to  censure  me,  not  berore. 

In  conclusion  let  me  say,  that  the  true  Christian  will  not  knowingly  or  willingly 
neglect  or  disobey  any  positive  injunction  or  requirement  of  the  master,  and  I 
hope  therefore  my  brethren  will  give  heed  to  what  the  Saviour  says  in  Matthew 
V,  23,  24.  “  Therefore  if  thou  bring  thy  gift  to  the  altar,  and  rememberest  that 
thy  brother  hath  aught  against  thee  ;  leave  there  thy  gift  before  the  altar,  and  go 
tby  way  :  first  be  reconciled  to  thy  brother  and  then  come  and  offer  thy  gift.” 

A.  WIETING. 


\ 


■  V  * '  AifjU  j  JO  ■'' "' 

'  .  j  .  ;  ;,  .  ^  #J;i 


4 


« 


-  •* 


% 


I 


i 


» 


